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[the following are the principles of the Society for the 

PROTECTION OF ANCIENT BUILDINGS AS SET FORTH UPON ITS 
FOUNDATION IN 1877, AND WHICH ARE HERE REPRINTED IN 
1913 WITHOUT ALTERATION.] 

A Society coming before the public with such a name 
as that above written must needs explain how, and wh^r, it 
proposes to protect those ancient buildings which, to most 
people doubtless, seem to have so many and such excellent 
protectors. This, then, is the explanation we offer. 

No doubt within the last fifty years a new interest, almost 
like another sense, has arisen in these ancient monuments of 
art ; and they have become the subject of one of the most in- 
teresting of studies, and of an enthusiasm, religious, histori- 
cal, artistic, which is one of the undoubted gains of our time; 
yet we think, that if the present treatment of them be con- 
tinued, our descendants will find them useless for study and 
chilling to enthusiasm. We think that those last fifty years 
of knowledge and attention have done more for their des- 
truction than all the foregoing centuries of revolution, vio- 
lence, and contempt. 
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For Architecture, long decaying, died out, as a popular 
art at least, just as the knowledge of medieval art was born. 

So that the civilised world of the nineteenth century has no 
style of its own amidst its wide knowledge of the styles oi 

other centuries. From this lack andthisgainaroseinmens 

minds the strange idea of the Restoration of ancient bui.d- 
ings; and a strange and most fatal idea, which by Us very 
name implies that it is possible to strip from a building this, 
that, and the other part of its history— of its life that is, ana 
then to stay the hand at some arbitrary point, and leave it 
still historical, living, and even as it once was. 

In early times this kind of forgery was impossible, be- 
cause knowledge failed the builders, or perhaps because 
instinct lleld them back. If repairs were needed, if ambi- 
tion or piety pricked on to change, that change was of ne- 
cessity wrought in the unmistakable fashion of the time ; 

a church of the eleventhcentury might be added toor altered 

in the twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, 

oreventhesevehteentha-ndeighteenth centuries ; but every 

change, whatever history itdestroyed,lefthistory in the gap, 

and wasalive with the spirit of the deeds done midst its fash- 
ioning. The result of all this was often a building in which 
the many changes, though harsh and visible enough, were 
by their very contrast, interesting and instructive and could 
by no possibility mislead. Butthose who make the changes 
wrought in our day under the name of Restoration, while 
professing to bring back a building to the best time of its 
history, have no guide but each his own individual whim to 
point out to them whatisadmirable and what contemptible ; 
while the very nature of their task compels them to destroy 
something and to supply the gap by imagining w'hat the 
earlier builders shoulddo might havedone. Moreoverinthe 
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course of this double process of destruction and addition the 
whole surface of the building is necessarily tampered with ; 
so that the appearance of antiquity is taken awayfromsuch 
old parts of the fabric as are left, and there is no laying to 
rest in the spectator the suspicion of what may have been 
lost; and in short, a feeble and lifeless forgery is the final 
result of all the wasted labour. 

It is sad to say, that in this manner most of the bigger 
Minsters, anda vast numberof more humble buildings, both 
in England and on the Continent, have been dealt with by 
men of talent often, and worthy of better employment, but 
deaf to the claims of poetry and history in the highest sense 
of the words* 

For what is leftwe plead beforeourarchitectsthemseives, 
before the official guardians of buildings, and before the 
public generally, and we pray them to remember how much 
is gone of the religion, thought and manners of time past, 
never by almost universal consent, to be Restored; and to 
consider whether it be possible to Restore those buildings, 
the living spirit of which, it cannot be too often repeated, 
was an inseparable part of that religion and thought, and 
those past manners. F or our part we assure them fearless- 
ly, that of all the Restorations yet undertaken the worst have 
meant the reckless stripping a building of some of its most 
interesting material features; while the best have their ex- 
act analogy in the Restoration of an old picture, where the 
partly perished work of the ancient craftsmaster has been 
made neat and smooth by the tricky hand of some unoriginal 
and thoughtless hack of to-day. If, for the rest, it be asked 
us to specify what kind of amount of art, style, or other in- 
terest in a building, makes it worth protecting, we answer, 
Anything which can be looked on as artistic, picturesque, 
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I historical, antique, or substantial : any work, in short, over 

I which educated artistic people would think it worth while 

i to argue at all. 

I It is for all these buildings, therefore, of all times and 

I styles, that we plead, and call upon those who have to deal 

I with them, to put Protection in the place of Restoration, to 

I stave off decay by daily care, to prop a perilous wall or mend 

|| • a leaky roof by such means as are obviously meant for sup- 

S port or covering, and show no pretence of other art, and 

f otherwise to resist all tampering with either the fabric or 

j ornament of the building as it stands; if it has become in- 

I convenient for its present use, to raise another building 

i rather than alter or enlarge the old one ; " in fine to treat our 

I ’ ancient buildings as monuments of a byegone art, created 

j ! by byegone manners, that modern art cannot meddle with 

without destroying. 

Thus, and thus only, shall we escape the reproach of our 
learning being turned into a snare to us; thus, and thus only, 
can we protect our ancient buildings, and hand them down 
instructive and venerable to those that come after us. 


* Note. — A.s the Committee finds this point has been frequently 
misinterpreted, it decides to add the following note ; October, 1912 : 

Where the population of a parish has increased and there are no 
signs of further increase if the Church has not sufficient accom- 
modation, it must, obviously, be enlarged. On the other hand, 
where there is a steady increase of population, it is a thoroughly 
wasteful and objectionable policy to enlarge the Church. Many 
a Church has been enlarged out of all recognition and still been 
found inadequate, and a new one has had to be built as well . 
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INTRODUCTION, 


I N our last report we recorded that Tattersliall Castle 

hadbeensavedfromdestructiouatthehandsof dealers 

in antiquities, but since then many old houses have been 
stripped of their fireplaces and other valuable fittings. iV 
remarkable feature is that these acts arethe result of the de- 
light taken in the beautiful handiwork of the past. Man 
learns to love the work of his fathers and expresses this 
love, not by protecting it, as might be expected, but by 
drastic interference with that work. By such interference 
he defeats his own end, for, instead of allowing it to retain 
its full value, the work loses, considerably, in interest. It 
is a most distressing sign to find that the trade in old houses, 
and the fittings of old houses, is rapidly increasing. The 
Committee is anxious to impress upon the members of this 
Society the need for their personal help to expose the folly 
of this trade. 

At first sight it appears that the blame should rest en- 
tirely on the dealers, but this is not so. The real fault lies 
with those who are willing to pay sums of money, often 
very large sums, for the fine parts of old houses, in order 
to incorporate these in the inappropriate surroundings of 
their own homes. 

Once this fact is realised by the public it will be seen that 
those who buy such things cannot have a genuine regard 
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for the beautiful works of the past ages, as e^'ery house 
robbed of its fittings is a house spoiled. 

We cannot expect anything else of the tradesman dealer 
than that he should seize the tempting opportunities which 
are forced before him, by the ignorant, to his great benefit 
He is out for money.” Money he will make where he 
legally can. It is foolishness to blame him. 

Those who have a true knowledge of the value and 
beauty of ancient art, and who have a desire to own examples, 
satisfy this desire by buying old buildings for their use, and 
by keeping them in repair when they possess them. Such 
action shows true appreciation. 

But what of the man who wishes to live where there is no 
old house and who wishes his house to be beautiful? His 
case is easy. Let him build for himself a new house on his 
chosen site, let him have it made a fine example of the 
architecture of to-day, as did the people who built and de- 
signed the old houses. Inthisway he willshowareal under- 
standing of the natureof beautiful things. He will not have 
destroy ed, mutilated or . cinni ] . .. 


* A tuciucu cilia women 

who come after him, and will have encouraged contempor- 
ary Craftsmanship. 

It is not too strong to say that only the uneducated, only 
those who have no instinct for beauty, can find it possible to 
encourage the spoliation of existing and often very ancient 
art by having one house stripped of its possessions for the 
very doubtful benefit of another. 

There are some who believe that the way to put an end 
to this vulgar traffic is to forbid it by law. 

This IS certainly a way, but the multiplication of laws is 
an evil, though sometimes a necessary evil, and the Com- 
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mittee believes this course will not be required if public 
opinion can be roused to see the folly of such trading*, and it 
trusts the members of the Society will strain every nerve to 
combat this evil. It should be explained to those who are 
less well informed, that by buying the beautiful things taken 
from one old building they are encouraging the salesman to 
despoil yet other buildings. It should be suggested that by 
the employment of the modern designer and artist as fine 
work may be produced now as ever has been. Again, people 
forget that old %vork put into a new bouse seldom results in 
anything but discord — some have never had sufficient sense 
of the fitness of things to feel this. If a house is to be a har- 
monious whole, it should be designed for its purpose. Then 
it will beasuccess both practically and artistically. But by 
following the method we deplore, it becomes more like an old 
curiosity shop. Short notes on recent instances illustrative 
of the subject will be found under the headings The Reindeer 
Inn, Banbury; The Treaty House, Uxbridge; The Star 
Hotel, Yarmouth; Rotherwas; Castle House, Petersfield. 

There is no doubt that in reforming the methods of 
church restoration much has been accomplished, since the 
foundation of the society, leading to their proper care, but 
there is also no doubt that much still remains to be done. 

The Committeefeelsthat members will be interested to 
read the letter which was written to The Athencemn by 
William Morris in 1877, which was in fact the letter which 
led to the founding of this society. It will be gathered 
from reading this that the Church now shows greater care 
of its old buildings than it did in the past. , 
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Society for the Protection of Ancient 
Monuments. 

26, Queen Square, 

March ^ili, 1S77. 

My eye just now caught the word ‘restoration’ in the 
morning paper, and, on looking closer, I saw that this time 
itis nothing less than the Minster of Tewkesbury that is to 
be destroyed by Sir Gilbert Scott. Is it altogether too late 
todosomething tosaveit— itand whatever else of beautiful 
or historical isstillleftusonthesitesoftheancientbuildings 
we were once SO famous for? 

Woulditnotbeofsomeuseonceforall,and with the least 
delay possible, to set on foot an association for the purpose 
of watching over and protecting these relics, which, scanty 
as they are now become, are still wonderful treasures, all 
the more priceless in this age of the world, when the newly- 
invented study of living history is the chief joy of so many 
of our lives? 

Your paper has so steadily and courageously opposed it- 
self to those acts of barbarism which the modernarchitect, 
parson and squire call ‘restoration,’ that it would be waste 
of words to enlarge here on the ruin that has been wrought 
by their hands; but for the saving of what is left, I think I 
may WTitea word of encouragement and say that you by no 
means standalone in the matter, and that there are many 
thoughtful people %vho would be glad to sacrifice time, 
money, and comfortm defence of those ancient monuments ■ 
besides, though I admit that the architects are, with verv 
ew exceptions, hopeless, because interest, habit, and ignor- 
ance bind them, and that the clergy are hopeless, because 
their order, habit, and an ignorance yet grosser, bind them ; 

12 


REPORT, 1913 

still there must be many people whose ignorance isacciden- 
tal rathei than inveterate, whose good sense could surely be 
touched if it were clearly put to them that they were des- 
troying what they, or more surely still, their sons and sons’' 
sons, would one day fervently longfor,and which no wealth 
or energy could ever buy again for them. 

What I wish for, therefore, is that an association should 
be set on foot to keep a watch on old monuments, to protest 
against all restoration ’ that means more than keeping 
out wind and weather, and, by all means, literary and other, 
to awaken a feeling that our ancient buildings are not mere 
ecclesiastical toys, but sacred monuments of the nation’s 
growth and hope. 

William Morris. 

One point that strikes the mind on reading this letter is 
that the fine old buildings unspoiled by restoration, 'won- 
derful treasures’ asMorrissaystheyare,were then become 
' scanty.’ This is still more the case now, in fact there are 
very few remaining that the restorer has not in some way 
spoiled. Therefore our members should be more alert to 
further our principles than ever before. In Morris’ words 
they should ' sacrifice time, money and comfort ’ for this 
purpose. 

The Committee lays before the members of the Society 
notes upon some of the cases which have received its atten- 
tion and which are fairly representative of its work during 
the year, though they are only a small proportion of the total 
number of cases wdth which it dealt. 
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MEMBERSHIP. 

The Committee offers its sincere thanks for the response 
m^e to the appeal issued to members last October 
There is little doubt that if the needs of the Society were 
more generally known the membership would be quickly 
increased._ There must be a large public willing tohelpfor^ 
ward Its aims, but it is difficult to get in touch with it 
No better way of helping the Society can be found than 
that of personally interesting others in it 

It should not be forgotten that it is upon the number of 
members that the Society depends for its income. 

1 he number of cases m which the Society is directly an 
increasing faster than its income so 
that the Committee finds it difficult to give adequate atten- 

the Committee is unable to have as many buildings visited 
as It would desire. Moreover, it is not— as it should be— in 
a position to malm adequate grants for the repair of build- 
mgs in accordance with its principles, which, in many cases 
IS the only way to make its influence felt. In fact several’ 
occasmns arise when its useful action is hindered by lack of 

^ this that its members 
do not do all they can, indeed it is most grateful to them for 
their generous support. What it is desirous to effects m 
Jaw to the Society the large number of people who at pre- 
sent vaguely protest against the callous way in whffih so 
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many fine examples of ancient architecture are treated or 
allowed to fad into decay . 

The number of members at various dates since the foun- 
dation of the Society are here given: 


Membership in 

1880 

was 

372 

5J 

1890 

5> 

371 

JJ >> 

1900 


435 

JJ J) 

1910 

57 

443 

>> >> 

1912 

55 

450 


1913 

55 

477 
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Revision of “Notes on the Repair of Ancient 
Buildings.” 

Members and others will be interested to learn that the 
book N otes on the Repair of Ancient Bidldings wh.ich.w&s, 
published by the Society in 1903, is now being brought up 
to date with a view to a new edition. 

The “notes” are being revised and added to, and when 
complete should make a useful and valuable guide to those 
having the custody of Ancient and other Buildings and 
having the care of their repair. 
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Those of our members who contemplate 
making contributions to any work of repair, 
will greatly strengthen the Society by making 
their gifts conditional upon the work being 
done in accordance with the Society’s views. 

Information on any case can be obtained 
from the Secretary, who will be pleased to 
forward any contributions members may 
desire to make through the Society, or to be 
informed of contributions forwarded direct. 


NOTES ON CASES. 



/indent Monuments Lenslation. 


There can be no doubt that if the Ancient Monuments 
ConsolidationandAmendmentBill ispassed by Parliament 
a large number of ancient buildings, particularly ruins, 
will be permanently prevented from falling into complete 
decay. The Committee therefore welcomes the Bill as a 
very great step in the right direction. 

Whether it is passed or not the Bill will have the effect 
of drawing public attention to the difficult matter of the 
repair of those ruins which should be protected on account 
of their architectural or historic interest. Doubtless these 
remains should not be allowed to fall to pieces for want of 
repair, and yet they must certainly not be treated in such a 
wholesale manner as to make the repair work aggressively 
apparent. 

To avoid the latter error it will be found wise to repair 
ruins from time to time, working only on those parts which 
are in dangerof collapsingorwhichareasource of weakness 
to the structure. 


Arabic Art in Egypt, 

At the General Meeting of the Society held in June, 1912, 
the following resolution was passed, and the Secretary was 
directedtotakestepstoensureitsreaching Lord Kitchener: 
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''Having regard to the Conservative treatment of 
repairs to those buildings placed under the charge of the 
' Comite de Conservation des Monuments deV Art Arahef 
seeing that amongst the list of ' Memhres Resident ’ Eng- 
land is represented by only two persons, Mr, Dupuis and 
Mr, Farnall — seeing that, the Conservation method of 
repair to ancient buildings originated with English 
Archceologists and Artists, headed by William Morris, 
and that England continues to lead in this matter. The 
Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildingsventures 
to urge that, if possible, the Acting Committee of the 
^ Comite de Conservation' may be strengthened by the 
addition of English Members, chosen, not because of 
their position ex-officio, but because of their artistic and 
archceologicalsympathieswith the system of Conservative 
repair to ancient buildings.'' 

A member of the Committee, who was in Egypt, was 
kindly received by Lord Kitchener, and he reports that His 
Lordship was “quite sympathetic,” andadds: “ I have little 
doubt that things will be put on a better footing—from our 
point of view.” This seems to be most satisfactory. It is 
worthy of notice also that the ‘‘Comite de Conservation des 
jMonuments de i’Art Arabe,” reports that the sale of an old 
houseisannulledand the purchaser compelled toreplacethe 
ceiling and windows which had been removed. 

Cases have occurred where one wishes it were possible 
to do the same in England. 

Ashampstead Churchy Berios, Wall Paintings, 

The Society received an application from the Vicar fora 
grant towards the uncovering and preservation of some 
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mural paintings partially exposed in this church. As the 
building fund of the Society is not a large one, and is ear- 
marked toalarge extentforother works, the Committee did 
not think it well to promise pecuniary assistance, but it 
ofiered to report, to the Vicar on the condition of the 
paintings. 

It was found that a portion of the limewash covering had 
been removed from the north wall where is shown a beautiful 
arcading between borders of conventional foliage. Each 
space contains a separate subject of exceptionally refined 
drawing and design. 

The painting appears to belong to the early thirteenth 
century. There are indications on the walls of other mural 
decoration. 

The Committee thinks that the paintings should receive 
the most careful treatment andareportvras sent to the Vicar 
describing what should be done. It is understood that it is 
the intention of the Vicar to carry out the recommendations, 
contained in the report, when he has collected sufficient 
funds. 


Banbury n The Qlobe Room^ Reindeer Inn. 


Everyone has heard that the panelling and ceiling have 
]peen removed from this room. The fabric of the room yet 
remains, but it is stripped not only of its fittings but of the 
stone mullioned window which was its finest feature. 

The Committee is unable to publish the name of the pur- 
chaser, who, it is understood, is to build the room into his 
own house in England, in a few years’ time. However well 
this is done, the feeling aroused in those who see it will be 
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one of indignation that this work of art and skill was not 
allowed to remain in the place for which it was designed, an 
evidence of the desire for dignified quiet beauty prevailing 
at that date. 

Chancely "Blakeney Qhurch: Norfolk, 

This church possesses one of the few remaining vaulted 
chancels of the thirteenth century. 

It is a beautiful example of mediaeval building, having 
exquisite proportions and workmanship. 

A newRector has almost banished the unique interest of 
the interior by making structural additions and changes and 
by providing tawdry embellishments in order to render the 
chancel more suited to the requirements of his ideas upon 
ritual and ceremony. 

For such time as these works are permitted to remain the 
fine character of this part of the church is seriously injured. 

It is to be regretted that the temporary custodians of a 
great building should be given facilities to perpetrate such 
unfortunate deeds. 

Boston^ Lincolnshire, "The Old Quildhall, 

In the report for 1910,adescriptionof this valuable build- 
ing is given and the necessary works of repair described. 
During the past year the work has been carried out by a local 
builder on the lines of the Society’s report, but, unfortunate- 
ly, without the necessary supervision. 

TheadviceofanArchitectin consultation with theSociety 
was obtained in dealing with the repair and preservation of 
the west gable with which work the builder took consider- 
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able care. The beautiful painted glass in the head of the 
west window has been carefully releaded by an experienced 
glazier on the spot and the modern obscured glass in the 
lower portion of the window has been replaced with old 
crown glass. 

The interior of the building is undergoing a most unfor- 
tunate scheme of decoration. Crude colours are being used 
on the walls and the fittings, and in the staircase and land- 
ing the whole of the deal panelling has been stained and 
grained in imitation of oak. 

^B?insop Courts near Hereford. 

This old home of the Danseys, now the property of Mr. 
Hubert Astley, six miles west of Hereford, is undergoing 
extensive renovation and enlargement. Its most valuable 
remaining feature is a fourteenth century hall, raised above 
an undercroft and approached by an outside stair in the 
same manner as that of Markenfield in Yorkshire. This 
had been a good deal tampered with and used as a granary 
but the very fine roof is intact. Other medieval portions 
had likewise been put to base uses, while the west side was 
altered for residential purposes about Queen Anne’s time. 
At the Architect’s request a member of the Committee went 
through the plans and visited the house before anything 
was done, and it is anticipated that the conversion of the 
house into a large residence, suited to modern habitation, 
will be done without injury or effacement of any interesting 
original features. A fuller report will be given next year 
after the work is completed. 
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^ury Sl Edmunds, <J.hhey Qateway, 

We are gladtobeabletostate that the Marquis of Bristol 
is carrying out most necessary repairs to the west front of 
the Gateway in accordance with a report submitted by the 

Society. ^ ^ 

The work, which is being directed byan Architect m con- 
sul tation with the Society, consists in arresting the decay of 
the exterior masonry, as well as the repair of some cracks in 

the walls,' t ■ f' 

The gateway is built of Barnac stone which has weather- 
ed to a hard surface with the exception of the •west front, 
which has perished to a serious extent. The decay appears 
to have been caused by the action of the sulphuric acid, 
generated in the coal smoke of the town. Once the decay 
set in the more exposed position of the west front would 
hasten it on. The mortar in the beds and joints has perished 
to a considerable depth and allowed the w'et and frost to 
penetrate into the stone. 

The present work is being undertaken entirely with a 
view to arresting the decay of the stone and to prevent its 
irretrievable loss in years to come. A detached scaffolding 
has been erected against the west front and the repair of the 
decayed stone is in progress. Certain cracks and early set- 
tlements in the fabric need repair and strengthening. The 
roof timbers, which are modern, require to be strengthened 
in order to relieve the walls of their thrust. On completion 
of the general works of repair the surface of the stone will 
be treated with a preservative to arrest the decay and harden 
the stone sufficiently to withstand the action of the dele- 
terious gases and the weather. 
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Cadney Churchy Lincolnshire, 

The restoration of this church has been completed during 
the present spring. It will be remembered that the Society 
has for some time past taken agreat interest in this case, and 
that a report was prepared by it. The late Archdeacon of 
Stow and the present Bishop of Lincoln were also keenly 
interested in the matter and warmly seconded the efforts of 
the Vicar of the parish to rescue the old church from ruin. 
The work was finally rendered possible by the liberality of 
the Patron and Lay Rector, a most generous contributor to 
the cost of the repairs, and subscriptions have been received 
from others, including members of the Society. 

The Architect employed on the work was nominated by 
the Bishop and the Archdeacon, and in the main his scheme 
for the repairs was identical with that recommended by the 
Society, but in one important respect it differed. Itwas 
considered necessary to rebuild part of the south aisle wall 
which the Society’s Architect considered could have been 
strengthened in situ. 

This rebuilding was done with the old materials upon very 
substantial foundations, and involved practically two bays 
of the south aisle wall. 

The aisle roof has been renewed with substantial timbers 
and cast lead, the nave roof has been repaired and releaded, 
the chancel leadwork made good, the tower flat rene\ved, 
and the missing parts of the floors made good, the bell 
frame repaired, the floors paved, the church thoroughly 
cleaned, and new stone framesadded to the North windows 
(eighteenth century) in place of the wooden ones of which 
only some small portions remained. 

Host of the glass was gone when the Church was taken 
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Callow Hill Farmhouse^ Staffs. 

This interesting building belongs to three periods — the 
front portion cross shaped in plan with porch in front, kitchen 
on the right, parlour on the left and stairs behind is of Tudor 
date. The undercroft is builtof brickswithpatternspicked 
out in dark headers; the three floors above of half timber, 
since covered with cement. Towards the closeof theseven- 
teenth century a brick wing was added to the left, and 
entrance steps to the porch, while a back kitchen and dairy 
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in hand, and the seats,etc., were in a deplorable condition of 
decay , the church having been disused f or over twenty years. 
Such of the old glass as remained has been releaded and the 
deficiency has been made good with new. 

The old Rood screen had been cut in half, the base was 
in situ and the top part had been used as a reredos. 

The two halves of the screen have now been spliced and 
restored to their proper place. 

It is the wreck of the old screen but is not unseemly. 

Two other fine screens of somewhat Flemish character 

enclose a chapel in the South Aisle. 

These have been repaired and strengthened, missing 
panels have been replaced with new ones but the missing 
carvings have not been restored. 

It was at first proposed to heat the church with a stove, 
but at the desire of the Vicar the stove was sunk in apitand 
a very simple hot-water warming apparatus introduced in 
connection therewith. 

The church has been reseated with oak benches of simple 
design and other furniture of substantial character has been 
supplied. 
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have been added pn the right in modern times. There are 
many features of interest inside, moulded fireplaces, open- 
timber ceilings and panelling of various dates. 

The house is unfortunately in bad condition, and the 
west gable is ready to collapse. The cement covering has 
allowed the oak to perish unseen behind it, and a great 
many of the timbers now require false tenons, scarfing or 
other repair. The covering once removed should not be 
replaced but the panels solidly filled with concrete, with a 
plaster face flush with the outside of the oak. The owner 
has given orders for this work to be put in hand, and we 
hope shortly to see the building rehabilitated. 

Carnarvon Castle. 

Those who value ancient buildings will hear with con- 
siderable pleasure that the work of repair carried out at this 
Castle by His Majesty’s OfficeofWorks, under the Ancient 
Monuments Acts, is of excellent quality. Little or no new 
stone has been used. Where portions of the battlements 
were missing they have not been replaced, but the upper 
surfaces have been protected from the weather. 

Some work carried out in connection with the recent in- 
vestiture of His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales is in 
many respects unfortunate, but as this chiefly concerns fit- 
tings, it is not of vital importance. 

Cartmel Trior y Church, Lancs. 

In June last year, a correspqndent informed the Society 
that further work of repair was about to be carried out at 
this Church. The Committee obtained permission to draw 
up a report on its condition, which was done and a copy sent 
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to the Vicar, who replied that the report would be of the lit- 
mostvalue to him. Repairs are being carried out underthe 
direction of an Architect, and the Committee has no reason 
to doubt that these are likely to be anything but wise. 

The chief point which needed attention was the cracks 
in the arches which support the tower, which is set diagon- 
ally above them in a daring and perhaps rather risky man- 
ner. The suggestions made in the report sent by the Com- 
mittee included an arrangement of ties to prevent the spread- 
ing of these excessively loaded arches. 

Qharlton KJngs, Glos. Church Yard C'f'oss. 

The Committee wish to draw the attention of its members, 
to this case not because there was anything very excep- 
tional about the cross but as a typical example of mistaken 
‘restoration.’ The cross as it stood is shewn in the illustra- 
tion, The eighteenth century dial had considerable historic 
interest but has been removed and a new cross substituted 
in its place. 

The Committee wrote to the authorities pleading that this, 
should be left untouched and that the very laudable desire 
for a churchyard cross should be satisfied by building anew 
one, typical of this age. But, as is often the case, they in- 
sisted on destroying an interesting expression of the eigh- 
teenth century mind in order to substitute their own. We 
should have been glad to have seen history complete, that 
is to have seen both a new cross and the old left as it was. 

' Christchurch Priory Churchy Hants, 

In December, 1912, the Committee learned that certain 
works, not in accordance wdth the principles of the Society, , 
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were in progress at this building, one of the most beautiful 
and perf ect in the county of Hampshire, if not in England. 

Quite apart from the insertion of fittings which the Vicar 
felt to be necessary for the conduct of services, a quantity 
of new stonework was inserted in and about the Norman 
piers of the north transept. It is about this latter that the 
Committee feels very strongly. There is no doubt that the 
work executed was unnecessary for any constructional rea- 
son as the piers might have been equally well repaired other- 
wise and the old stones allowed to remain, strengthened, but 
notremoved. 

The Committee is also informed that a large sum of 
money has been left for the “restoration” of the Lady 
Chapel, A photograph of the eastward portion of this 
Chapel where there is much beautiful niche work is repro- 
duced in this report. Although the remaining niches are 
rather badly damaged it would be disastrous to their interest 
as authentic mediaeval work were they tampered withinany 
way. It is worthy of note that except for some defective 
pointing the whole appears in excellent structural order. 
Fhe last work of repair consisted in the removal of some 
sound springing stones of the vault which were replaced by 
new. The stones removed are at present on the floor and 
their sound condition may be seen by any who care to in- 
spect them. 

It is \ ery difficult to imagine how a sum of money as 
great as that said to be left to restore” this part of the 
Priorv Church can be spent upon it unless much work is 
done which besides being unnecessary will bedamagingto 
its beauty and character. 
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Clynnog^ Carnarvonshire. Si. "Beuno's Church. 

The Society were called in towards the close of last year 
and work is now being car ried out on the lines of their report. 

The Church is a noble one of cruciform plan without aisles, 
but with projecting vestry and porch on the North side, with 
a West tower, and, connected by a passage to the last, a 
large chapel which formerly contained the shrine of St. 
Beuno. Nothingremainsofhis seventh century church , and 
his body has long since been translated to Llandaff. The 
tower appears to be fourteenth century, while the remainder 
of the present buildings is fifteenth century work. 

The chapel is in a neglected state, and it is now proposed 
to make it fit for service. Many years back it was used as 
a school and the floor was then covered with slates. These 
are now to be removed and the floor flagged with stones above 
a layer of concrete and dry rubbish. The ground outside is 
to be lowered belowthis level andachannel of stone formed 
round the building, a certain amount of underpinning being 
involved. The fine windows on the N orth and South and the 
little window at the West are to be re-opened, the original 
tracery, which still remains in situ ^ tobe carefully repaired. 
The old plaster having fallen off the walls, they are to be re- 
covered with a thin coat following the unevennesses of the 
surface. The granite exterior, for the most part in excellent 
condition, is to be repointed where required wuth lias lime 
mortar, and the missing portions of the parapet made good 
as far as possible with old stones still existing. It is to be 
feared that funds will not permit of a new oak roof covered 
with lead in place of the present one of slate and deal, al- 
though the latter is beginning to perish. Internally, the 
chapel is to be seated with chairs ;an altar with woven dor- 
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sal and riddels, and an oak communion rail are to be provi- 
ded at the East end, while a stove is to be fixed at the w'est, 
so that the chapel may be used for service in winter, the 
church being unheated and impractically large to heat. 

Turning to the church the most urgent work is the relaying 
of the lead roof, the present sheets being too long and too 
wide, and admitting the rain in places. Only in the nave is 
the roof original : the opportunity wall be taken to carefully 
overhaul the oak timbers. It is hoped that funds will permit 
of the reseating of the church. The present painted deal 
pews are unsightly and rickety, and much of the fiooriiig 
decayed. The original level of the floor should be restored 
and the awkward steps at the west end done away with 
This will expose the bases of the piers at the crossing and 
regain the true proportion of the original ch urch . The ground 
on the south side should in any case be lowered beneath 
the level of the floor and a stone channel formed round this 
portion. The defective spouting of both church and chapel 
should be replaced with down pipes of cast sheet lead. 
In the tower one of the floors requires repairing and wire 
netting in wooden frames should be fixed to the belfry 
windows. 

ComptjH Churchy Surrey. 

It will be remembered that certain works of repair w’-ere 
carried out at this Church in 1906 by an Architect acting in 
conjunction with this Society. These \vorks were chiefly 
conflned to the chancel and chapel over. 

The Rector has been in correspondence -with the Com- 
mittee on the subjectof further necessary repairs. Areport 
was sent to him the recommendations of w’hich it is his 
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intention to adopt. The work proposed consists of the re- 
pair of the tower damaged by ringing the bells, which are 
hung in an oak cage in contact with the walls. The renewal 
of the bell cage in oak, the examination and possible under- 
pinning of portions of the walling of the Church, and other 
less important works. 

The Church is of great interest, having a chapel open to 
the Church, above the transitional Norman groining of the 
chancel. The walling of the tower is of thin local stone, 
beautifully laid, which, with the help of the weather, has 
gained a wonderful quality. 


Whitgifl Hospital^ Qroydon, 

It was with great pleasure the Committee learned that 
the fate of this building has been decided. It isnow unlikely 
to be injured, as the Local Government Board has finally 
refused to sanction any scheme which will interfere with 
the buildings. The Committee has been long interested 
in this case and has been kept well informed of the course 
of events by local correspondents. The conclusion is most 
satisfactory. 

Draycott Churchy Staffs. 

The Rector appealed to the Society for advice as to the 
repair of this Church, and the Committee arranged with an 
Architect to report on its condition and this report was, after 
due consideration, sent to the Rector. 

The whole Church, with the exception of the tower and 
chancel which date from the fourteenth century, has been 
rebuilt at a late period. Although the report included many 
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notes as to the treatment of the more modern parts of the 
Church, the tower only will be mentionedhere. This is com- 
pletely overgrown with ivy , which has done and is still doing 
serious damage, and the Committee advised its removal. 
The exterior surface needs some repair and the decayed fac- 
ing stones require to be treated with a chemical preserva- 
tive suitable to their composition. The walls of the belfry 
stage, which are cracked, should be repaired from the inside 
of the tower, the outside facing stones not being disturbed. 

The tower contains a peal of five bells hung in an oak 
frame which need a few minor repairs. The bells should be 
quarter turned and hung on new bearings. 

The battlements of the tower are cracked by iron cramps 
which should be removed and the stonework repaired. At 
present the Committee has received no word as to the in- 
tentions of those w^ho have the care of the building, 

Wohey $ "Tovoer^' E,sher Place, 

This interesting building was reported upon by the Society 
in 1911 (see Report, pp. 25, 26). It is the work of Bishop 
Way neflete, with additions and embellishments by William 
Kentand lias now been thoroughly overhauledand repaired 
underthe direction of an Architect in consultation with the 
Society, whose advice was sought by the owner, Sir Edgar 
Vincent. 

Upon the removal last year of the heavy growth of ivy, 
alarming fissures were discovered in the walls; the upper 
floors hadlongdisappeared, the vaulted brick first floor was 
badly dislocated and the building generally had fallen into 
a semi-ruinous condition. 

Allthese def ects have been carefullydealt with: thefissures 
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in the walls were knitted and bonded together, the vaulted 
flooring repaired and supported, and the missin g second floor 
replaced. To some extent the building had undoubtedly 
suffered damage from wet owing to the absence of glass in 
the windows, Certainofthesehavenow been reglazed very 
simply with leaded lights and the tower is once more in a 
sound and stable condition and ready to resist the ravages 
of time for many years to come. 

Ellesmere Churchy Salop, 

This Church has suffered greatly from restoration. Sir 
Gilbert Scott demolished the Norman nave to build one in 
a ‘‘purer style.” The central tower is, or was, thirteenth 
century work, the transepts a little later, while the chancel 
again is much altered by restoration. The north and south 
chapels of St. John and St. Anne contain almost all the 
authentic w^ork remaining. 

The Church appears to have been built upon boulders 
roughly laid in clay, and the tower probably has a similar 
foundation. It is evident that trouble has been experienced 
in the past. A great mass of masonry has been built across 
the north-east abutments, and the north-west angle has been 
rebuilt comparatively recently. The former, however, has 
been of little service, and the pier shows a series of long 
\'ertical cracks between the members : the south-west pier 
shows similar cracks, and both north and south arches are 
deflected. There has been an eastward movement, visible 
in th e chan cel arcading, while the new chancel roof designed 
without a tie has contributed to the stress on these wails. 

The Society, in their report, have advised that the founda- 
tions should be examined and, if necessary, underpinned. 
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The piers should be repaired by withdrawing some of the face 
stones and replacing any loose core with cement concrete, 
and by grouting elsewhere. Themodernstonefacingof the 
chancelabove St. J ohn’s Chapel requires bonding to the wall 
behind, -while the roof should be tied with Avrought iron tie 

rods. The demolished chapel buttress should be rebuilt with 

the stone stacked in the churchyard, and the preservation of 
the decaying stonework taken in hand. The lead covering 
of the chapel should be relaid and the oak roof carefully 
repaired. 

The Committee are glad toreportthatworkontheselines 
is shortly to be taken in hand. 

Quildjord. Ancient C^ttages^Farnham Road. 

In our last reportwe were unable to state thefate of these 
cottages, although Ave said “it is impossible to believe that 
they can be destroyed.” We are glad to report that our ef- 
forts, as well as those of the West Surrey Societj-, hat-e 
pro\ed successful, and this is all the more satisfactory be- 
cause they are buildings which cannot Avell be described as 
having “interesting features.” The West Surrey Society 
lias folloAved the case up and the owners agreed to their Sec - 
retai \ and an Architect meeting the Builder upon the spot 
and discussing the question of repairs Avith most satisfactory 
results, as the buildings have lost none of their character in 
the process of repair. 

Guildford. W mdlands Farm, Slyfeld Qj-een. 

The Society’s attention was called to thisbuilding by the 
klayorofGuildford in December, 1911, and itAA^as visited 
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bv the Secretary in conjunction with the Secretary of the 
West Surrey Society. In spite of all the Society’s efforts 
the fittings have been sold, and the building cleared away. 
It was a most pleasing building with a considerable amount 
of old panelling and a fine oak newelled staircase of unusual 
design, but suffered very seriously from damp. The Society 
supplied the Towm Council with a report showing how this 
could be overcome but the tenants were strongly opposed 
to living there, and indeed the site was, to say the least, so 
unattractive that had the building been preserved probably 
few people would have been tempted to visit it. 

Hardwick Hall^ Derby shire. 

The work at Hardwick Hall has now been completed. 
The work at the New Hall has included the general repair 
of the external face w^ork; the re-building of many of the 
chimneys wdiose joints had been loosened by therustingof 
their original iron cramps; the repair of the scroll work 
parapets -which had been damaged from a similar cause ; 
the insertion of reinforced concrete lintols in several of the 
turrets; and the re-erection of the Goat of Arms carved by 
one Abraham Smith in 1595 and taken down as insecure 
some years ago. Unfortunately two pieces have been lost 
and these had to be replaced with new stone, all stones 
being pinned together with slate dow^els. 

In the Old Hall, the stonewmrk has been repaired, rein- 
forced concrete lintols have been inserted in place of the 
decayed oak lintols, the tops of thewalls have been concreted, 
and tile pent roofs have been constructed over the plaster 
chimney-pieces. Concrete flats, water- proofed with Pud- 
lo,” have been constructed over the surviving staircase, and 
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across a portion of the“ Hill Great Chamber.” The missing- 
portionsofthe stairs and “half paces” have been completed 
with concrete where exposed to the weather, and elsewhere 
with floor-piaster on oak joistingj the whole has been sup- 
ported by a stout concrete lintol, reinforced with “ Kahn 
bars ; hand rails have been fixed in dangerous places; and 

the rubbish has been cleared from the lower rooms. 

The decayed stonework of the small Conduit House has 
been repaired with tiles set in ^Birmingham Waterproof 
cement; the old iron ties which had burst the quoins have 
been replaced byiron ties with gun-metal ends; and a con- 
crete roof has been built over the top. 

We rnustnot omit to say that the interest of these build- 
ings is enhanced by the fact that the original accounts for 
their erection have been found to exist in almost complete 
detail. 

^cvks, R^uius of old ChiiTch, 

Phe helpof theSociety was asked by the Hector towards 
the necessary repairs of these ruins. The Committee re- 
plied that although its building fund did not enable it to 
make a grant towards the work, it would be willing to 
arrange formakingareportonthe condition of the structure. 
It was suggested that with this the Rector might be able to 
raise sufficient money to enable him to keep the ruins inre- 
pair. This offer wasaccepted and a copy of the report was 
sent to the Rector. 

1 he Church, which has been disused for some fortv or 
fifty years, consists of a chancel arrd nave, of small dimen- 
sions, dating from the Norman period. The walls are of 

rubble, and containinterestingthirteenth century windows. 
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The chancel alone retains its roof. The walls are cracked 
and bulged in places, and are much overgrown with ivy. 
In dealing with the repair, the ivy should be removed, the 
walls strengthened and repaired. Possibly some underpin- 
ning would be found necessary. The tops of the nave walls 
should be protected with a layer of damp proof concrete, 
covered with turf. There are other items which need atten- 
tion. 

It is understood that the Rector wishes to carry out the 
works suggested in the report made by the Committee, and it 
is hoped that sufficient money will be forthcoming to enable 
him to do so. 

Heath Chapel^ Shropshire. 

The Committee is glad to be able to report that the works 
of repair, which were described in last year’s report as 
being necessary, have now” been successfully accomplished. 
During the progress of the work portions of some interest- 
ing wall paintings were discovered. The subjects were St. 
George and the Dragon ; a spirited drawing of the Royal 
Arms; the ten Commandments; and the Apostles’ Creed, in 
black letter with coloured borders. These have been cleaned 
of the lime wash covering, and treated with a preservative 
Gfparafin wax. 

Funds, however, did not allow the uncovering of other 
paintings wffiich evidently exist. 

Rotherwas^ Hereford. 

The fate of the beautiful panelling of this house has al- 
ready been reported in the publicpress. It has been bought 
by a Brook Street firm of dealers and, it is said, will be 
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transported to America. The panelling was of exceptional 
delicacy and beauty. 

West Horsley Churchy Surrey. 

The works of repair to this building which the last report 
stated were in progress under the auspices of the Society 
have now been completed in a successful manner. The 
works included extensive repairs to the walls and the roofs, 
the reconstruction of surface channels around the building, 
and the relaying of the floors in the chancel and Nicholas 
Chapel. 

The roof of the nave was stripped and the timbers re- 
paired and strengthened and the tiles refixed in a careful 
manner. The tilingonthe roofs of the aisles and the chancel 
was repaired and the gutters and downpipes renewed. 

The oak shingles on the spire which had perished con- 
siderably were stripped, and the timbers and boarding re- 
paired and re-covered with the sound old shingles supple- 
mented with new. 

The interior of the building was brushed down and the 
plaster cleaned and limewashedanew. Portions of interest- 
ing wall paintings, of an early date, were uncovered on the 
west wall of the nave. The seats and fittings, which are of 
modern pitch pine, have been painted a dark brown colour, 
which is a great improvement to the appearance of the 
interior. 

]\^niisbury Qhurch Tower^ Devon. 

The assistance of the Society having been requested b}^ 
the Rector the church was visited and a report furnished in- 
dicating the repairs which were necessary. 
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The tower is about 65 feet high and rather small in pro- 
portionon plan. Therearebuttressesoneachfacesetalittle 
distance from th e angles. The chief defects are due to decay 
of the surface stone which is locally known as ‘ shellet ’ and 
is a sort of slaty ironstone of a beautiful colour. The re- 
pair may easily be effected with the same stone used in the 
original manner. Open joints should be cleaned out and 
filled up with mortar. Other works of repair should be 
undertaken about the structure and also to the main roof. 
To do the work with success caref ul supervision by an exper- 
ienced man is essential. 

TheRector has informed the Committee that the works 
are in progress and that he believes the suggestions made in 
the report are all included in the present work. 

Lyme ‘Bjgis, Dorset. Old Bridge and Fossil Shop. 

It is to be regretted that it has been found necessary to 
destroy the old houses on the sea side of Bridge Street in 
order to widen it for modern traffic. The accompanying 
illustration shows a view of houses now destroyed. The 
Committee tried to persuade the authorities to widen the 
road and bridge on the other side but this effort proved 
unsuccessful as the houses in question had already been 
purchased. The Committee often finds that the Society’s 
help is not asked until it is too late to take useful action, 
but in this case it is hoped that it will be in time to be of 
assistance to the Town Council in making suggestions as 
to the method to be adopted in increasing the width of the 
Bridge itself. 
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MaidstoneyKjnt. ^Tithe Barn' 

The Committee is happy to report that this structure has 
been purchased by the Town. This is most satisfactory, as 
it is of great interest and forms one of a beautiful group of 
ancient buildings about the parish Church. 

Before theTown decided on this wise step, for whichitis 
to be heartily congratulated, the Committee had correspond- 
ence with many prominent local gentlemen on the subject, 
and there is no doubt that this action and that of the National 
Trust, the Society of Antiquaries and of the Kent Archaeo- 
logical Society, very largely strengthened the hands of those 
who finally saved the building for the Town. 

It now remains for Maidstone to show its sense of the 
value of the ‘barn’ by repairing it sympathetically, with- 
out restoration and without altering its design. If great care 
is not taken, the building may be so mutilated as to lose 
much of its interest. This would indeed be a sad ending to 
a good beginning. 

Milton Church Tozver^ Di^rthanipton, 

The Rector of the above named parish asked the Society 
to advise him as to the right method to be adopted in the 
repair of his Church. The Committee offered to report on its 
condition, which offer was accepted, and after a visit by one 
of its members a carefully considered report was sent. The 
Church has a very unusual low spire on a beautifully built 
square tower of the fourteenth century. Parts of the 
masonry are affected by surface decay and some of the 
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quoin stones are cracked . The latter is due to uneven settle- 
ment of the bulk of the walls and their angles. 

The surface decay and cracked quoins may be easily re- 
paired without adding new stone. The first by useof a suit- 
able preservative and the second by use of copper dowels 
and fine grout. 

The stone work of some of the tower windows needs care- 
ful attention and some new stone may be required. 

The Committee sincerely hopes that the broken pieces of 
string courses will not be cut out and new inserted in its 
placeasthis course is quite unnecessary for any structural 
reason and Avould bring a new and unpleasant feeling into 
what is now an harmonious whole. 

Qastk Rulns^ [Mjwark on Trent^ 

A letter was received from the Town Council of Newark- 
on-Trent,expressinga wash to have theadviceof the Society 
as to what should be done in carrying out works of repair to 
this hne ruin. 

The Committee gladly arranged with an Architect in 
Vv^hom it has great confidence to report as to the works 
necessary. The report received was approved by the Com- 
mittee and sent to the Town Council. 

It has since been ascertained that the Council are carry- 
ing out the work of repair, and the Committee hopes to be 
able to give information as to the result at a later date, 

No7folk Bridges. 

During last summer the floods throughout Norfolk de- 
stroyed or damaged many valuable old stone bridges now 
so rare in this county. 
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Two of these should be mentioned in this report one 
because it is being repaired, the other because it is to be 
destroyed. 

Illustrations of both bridges are given. 

Newton F lot man Bridge, 

Being informed that this bridge hadbeen badly damaged, 
the Committee wrote to the Norfolk County Council asking 
f or permission to send a report on the best means to repair the 
bridge without harming its interesting qualities. A meeting 
was arranged between the County Surveyor and a member 
of this society and it was decided by the former to repair the 
damage, at the same time restoring the old stones to their 
original positions. 

Morcton Attkbvidge Bridge. 

The Society learns that this beautiful three-arch bridge 
is to be replaced by aflat steel or concrete floor bridge, rest- 
ing on new piers built with the stones from the old piers on 
new foundations. 

The Committee caused the bridge to be visited by a pro- 
fessional member of the Society, who reported that one of the 
middle piers had been so undermined by the river, that one 
side and the parapet above had entirely collapsed. The 
Committee is of opinion that this pier and adjoining arches 
should have been rebuilt, as originally designed, with the old 
stones, and that the two responds and the pier and arch to- 
ward the Attlebridge bank of the river should have been 
strengthened. Had this been done the bridge would have 
retained its original appearance. 
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Oddington Old ChiiTch; Moreton4n-Mar$h. 

In the report for 1911 (pp. 46, 47, 48), an account was 
gi ven of this interesting building. The Committee are glad 
to state that the greater portion of the works which they 
advised have recently been carried out by an Architect in 
consultation with the Society. On removal of the ivy from 
the exterior of the tower the serious condition of the walls 
was seen. They are faced with a local brown stone built 
in courses, wdth Guiting stone quoins and dressings. The 
cracks in die wall appear to have been caused by the spread- 
ing of the two arches opening into the nave and aisle respec- 
tively ; that to the aisle is built up with the exception of a 
small round-headed opening for access. 

The walls have been repaired and strengthened from 
the foundations upwards wdth a vie w to arresting any further 

movement. Some interesting paintingshavebeenuncovered 

on the interior plaster, by the removal of the several coats 
of limewash. A modern floor wdiich had been inserted for 
the purpose of ringing the bells, cut across the paintings. 
It has been removed and the original floor above repaired 
and exposed to viewx fl. he bellframe has been detached 
from the walls by the removal of the wadgeswdiich had been 
driven in betwacnthe head of the frame and the walls to 
steady it. When funds are obtained to complete the neces- 
sary repairs to the frame and the peal of five bells, they will 
be rung from the ground floor of the toW' er. 

The roof of the tower, which is covered with cast-lead, 
has been repaired. 

The arcade between the nave and the south aisle with the 
wall over, w^hich was cracked and bulged to a serious extent, 
has been repaired and strengthened in a thorough manner. 

43 



REPORT, 1913 

The roof of the nave, which is of fifteenth-centnry con- 
struction, was ceiled with plaster. It has been exposed by 
the removal of the plaster, and the timbers repaired and 
strengthened. The old lead covering has been recast on the 
site and relaid on deal boarding fixed on the top of the old 
•oak boarding. 

The modern doorway and the large three-light sash win- 
dow abo've it in the north wall of the navehavebeenbuiltup 
in order to strengthen the wall. 

On the removal of the limewash from the walls of the 
nave a large painting, occupying the western half of the 
north wail, was brought to light. It appears to represent 
the Last Judgment and contains many figures in good 
preservation. 

The following other minor works have been undertaken. 
The repair of the Elizabethan carved pulpit and its sound- 
ingboard. 

The reconstruction of a fifteenth century bench from 
portions found underneath the existing deal box pews# 

The limewashing of the interior plaster in the chancel, 
nave, south aisle and the tower. 

1- roviding and fixing new gutters and down pipes to the 
chancel and the aisle with gulleys and drains. 

Relaying portions of the floor paving, and repair of deal 
'.pews# ■ 

There yet remain several important items, w^hich through 

lack of funds are awaiting attention, viz . : 

External pointing to tower and nave %valls. Reglazingof 
nave and aisle windows with crown glass in leaded lights in 
place of the existing large panes of modern sheet glass. 

Further work to the bellframe, and to the bells which at 
present are not in a safe condition to be rung. 
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Overstrand. 

It is with a feeling of indignation that the Committee' 
reports that Overstrand Church is now undergoing drastic- 
restoration and enlargement. The present work mclude& 
pulling down the north wall of the nave, which was beauti- 
fully built with flint and contained two original windows 
h ich had lost their tracery but still retained moulded arches- 
and jambs. The destruction of this wall seems tobeneed- 
lessly premature, for the Committee understands thatwhen 
the new arcade is built it is to be blocked up until such time- 
asfunds admit of adding a north aisle. The building opera- 
tions present a sad sight. 

Ovjlpen Manor House. 

The Committee was informed that this delightful exam- 
ple of domestic architecture was falling into bad order. 
Certain repairs of a more or less temporary nature have 
been undertaken, but the Committee feels that works of a 
more extensive nature should be taken in hand in order to- 
stop further decay, which seems likely to become rapid if 
things remain as they are. 

The attention of the owner was drawn to the condition of 
the building but, as it appears, without result. 

It is always a delicate point to decide whether it is desir- 
able to approach owners of private property in such cases, 
as they are often inclined to resent anything in the nature 
of unasked advice. 

It is very unfortunate that this should be so. 

Members may be very useful in such cases if they can, in 
their private capacity, bring the attention of the owners of 
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fine buildings, which need repair, to see their responsibility 

both to the people of the neighbourhood in which their houses 

are situated, and to the nation at large- 

It is most pitiful that such building's should not be kept in 
sound repair. 

The Qreat'Tozver^ Magdalen College. Oxford. 

The ‘‘Great Tower” had for some time caused anxiety, 
owing to the constant fall of portions of decayed stonework, 
which was not only a positive danger to passers by, but an 
indication of serious dilapidation that could not be allowed 
to continue. 

Its thorough repair was a long, anxious, and extremely 
exacting piece of work, following upon the careful detailed 
examinationand measurement, which the erection of a com- 
plete cage of scaffolding, in the Spring of 1912, alone 
rendered possible. 

Repeated preliminary and minute inspections show’ed 
that, while happily there -was no sign of general structural 
failure, and ^vhile the abundant evidences of decay were 
mainly superficial, there wereportionsof the building where 
decay had gone so far, or where damage, by unwise repara- 
tion, and notably the insertion of ironwork, had been caused 
to such an extent as to render drastic local reparaticn 
absolutely necessary. 

There were further, many cracks and fractures due to 
settlements, mostly of long standing, but needing thorough 
repair. 

The outer wall faces are a thin casing ot dressed local 
stone. This may average about six inches thick, and was 
derivedfrom the Headington quarries, which have bestowed 
such a dire legacy of repairs upon Oxford. It is a sandstone, 
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rhe best of which, the old hard beds, used in the earlier 

•IT cn r has the jxroup of mediseval hostels at Wolces- 

stone was no longer obtainable. 

The stone used, at any rate, was, much of it, of^a very 
i„ferio;order,and not only so, but, to a great extent (proba- 
bly for ease in working, the avoidance of lifbng heavy 
wei'^hts with primitive tackle, and to give an effect of fine 
largeblocks), placed, not upon its natural quarry bed, but m 

thin slabs “ face bedded,” i.e., turned up on its side ; a fatal 
method of using any but a very close grained andhard stone. 
The friable Headington stone readily absorbs moistum, 
and is soon soaked for the depth of an inch or more from its 
hrface. It is obvious that, with the sudden froste to which 
Oxford is so liable, stone thus impregnated has its exposed 
face quickly shattered by the expansion, in freezing, of the 
water it contains. 

On Magdalen Tower, as was only natural, since the sides 

presented to the wetsoutheasterlyandsouthwesterlygales, 

arethemostexposed,thestonehadperishedmostuponthose 

' The first process of repair was to brush off all loose scale 
and detached fragments, which had been constantly falling 

after storms. , 

Critical inspection and test was then made of every stone, 
and, where found to be split through, or so deeply decayed 
as to be incapable of retention, new sound stones were sub- 

^^^The stone selected, for this purpose, being a hard Oolite 
from the neighbourhood of Cheltenham, an excellent 
weather stone, which has the additional advantage, for use 
in an old building, of quickly assuming a quiet grey tone. 
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An indurating solution of Baryta was then applied in 
repeated coats, to all exposed surfaces, to which when 
thoroughly dry and hard, a slightly coloured dressing was 
added, and the whole wasfinally treated with a final fixative 
and preservative wash. 

Each stone was treated individualh?- according to its ' 

characterandabsorptivequalities,andtheeffectofaliappli 

cationswascarefullytestedandwatchedforsereralmonths 

The traceried heads of the windows of the Ringers’ and 
Belfry lofts, and a large number of mullions, were found to 
be shattered by the rusting of iron bars foolishly embedded 
in Aem. These were almost entirely modern work, much 

of It m Bath stone, and of various periods in the nineteenth 
century. i 

A good deal of piecing and mending, and the entire re- 
moval of the mischievous bars W'as necessary. 

A fine hard Oolite stone from Rutlandshire, was used - 
for these renewals. 

It was found that, in many places, the ashlar facing w'as '' 
entirely detached from the rubble core, and w^as merely : 
supporting itself. There were also a great many cavities f 
m the core. These cavities w'ere all carefully filled in bv ^ 
means of grouting with cement. A special very hard and 
quick-setting cement was used for stopping external holes 
and making good crevices, etc. ' ’ 

The interior of the Tower neededrelatively little repair 
but cracks were tied across with “chains” of paving tiles’ 

somefewnewstonesinserted.theendsofthefineoakbeams ’ 

carrying the floors and bells, were supported on strong 
stone corbels, and the turret staircase repaired and made 
good from floor to roof. 

No ornamental feature whatsoever was renewed, and no 
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new stonework introduced that was not strictly required 
for structural purposes. 

1 1 may interest members to know that plumb line measure - 
ments show a general inclination tow^ards the south-west 
corner, but that, since the lower stages of the Tower incline, 
while the upper are practically vertical, and the faces of all 
the angle buttresses are vertical, it is clear that this inclina- 
tion was due to a settlement during building, and that care 
was taken to correct the angles so as to give the effect of 
verticality which the Tower possesses. 

It may be further interesting to state that numerous bullet 
marks, caused by balls of various sizes, and apparently of 
no great penetrating pow-er, exist upon the upper stages of 
the Tower. There are many of these on the South East 
face towards the bridge, but curiously more on the North 
West towards the City. 

The Cloisters^ Peterhoro CathedraL 

An opportunity occurred for the Society to make a report 
on the remaining cloister work at Peterboro’ before the work 
of repair now in progress was begun. The following is acopy 
of the report prepared by the Committee which will be of 
interest to those who know the cloisters and who may have 
the opportunity of seeing them again after the work has 
been completed : — 

The cloisters are situated on the south side of the Cathe- 
dral, and comprise the enclosing walls on the west and the 
south sides. The latter, which is about 130 feet long by 18 
feet in height, contains a beautiful early English doorway 
at the east and west ends, with wall arcading in between 
divided into a series of bays. The eastmost half consists of 

49 

D 




six bays of finely pointed early English arches, springing 
from clustered shafts with moulded bases and richly carved 
caps. The bays of the fifteenth century vaulting are not 
centred with the thirteenth century arcade, and the remain- 
ing wall ribs cut through the arches of the arcade in an un- 
fortunate manner, _ r r , 

The western half of the wall consists of five bays ot 

early perpendicular work,recessed within flat arches below 

the pointed arches of the vaulting. The surface of the wall 
over the arches, as well as the backs and the soffits ot the 

recesses, are ornamented with wall tracery. 

The enclosing wall on the west side, which is about 126 
feet in length, retains the piers and the wall ribs of the fif- 
teenth century vaulting. The wall, which appears to have 
been built in the twelfth century, is faced with mbble ma- 
sonry without arcading, and contains several Norman and 
later openings, now built up. At the north end of the wall, 
close against the Cathedral, is the entrance archway into 

the cloisters. , r i 1 1 .. 

The topof thewallisfinishedw'ithacopingof rubblestone ; 

which is loose and overgrown with ivy and vegetation. The ; 

moulded piers which supported the vaulting are badly i 

perished and have lost most of their caps. The wall ribs of < 

the vaulting areinasimilar condition, and the whole surface | 

of the wall requires repointing with lime mortar. : 

In dealing with the arcading on the south wall the fue 

baysof early perpendicularworkrequire most careful atten- 

tion, regarding both the structural condition and the preser- 
ration of the stone. The thirteenth century arcading and ! 
the two doorways are in much better preservation owing to 
the work being built of Barnack stone. The stone of the 
later work is of finer grain than the Barnack, and the gases 

50 


REPORT, 1913 


ill the atmosphere have eaten into and decayed the surface 
toaseriousextent. The wet which has been soaking into the 
wall through the top surface and the set off on the back, has 
aggravated the trouble. Several stones in the arches over th e 
recesses have recently broken away on the surface, at the 
springing, and weakened the arches to a great extent. Where 
it is necessary to renew the missing portions in order to 
strengthen the work, it should be done by building up with 
handmade tiles, covered with mortar, from the remaining 
portions of the stone, into which chases can be cut for the 
bonding of the tiles. This method of repairing individual 
stones does less damage to the wall than inserting whole new 
blocks. The surface of the tile work can be shaped to the 
contours sufficiently to continue the outlines of the original 
work, without the undue prominence of new stone which 
contrasts unfavourably with the worn surfaces of the old 
work. 

The beds and joints of the arcading, as well as the wall 
over, require to be cleaned out and repointed with lime- 
mortar in a most thorough manner, care being taken to grout 
the work with liquid mortar wherever possible. 

The top of the 'wall, -which is flat, requires to be cleared of 
the vegetation andivy, and where possible the roots extract- 
ed, or killed by injection, and all the loose stones rebedded. 
The top surface should be covered with asphalte, on which 
a layer of turf may be bedded. 

The early English arcade, and the two doorwaysat either 
end of the -wail, as well as the ashlar facing on both sides of 
the wall, require to have the beds and joints cleaned out and 
repointed with lime-mortar and grouted in solid. The top 
of the wall requires to be treated as described in the case of 
the western portion. 

31777 
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The sloping surface on the back of the wall, which is 
covered with bricks, allows of the wet penetrating into the 
wall through the open joints of the brickwork. It would be 
necessary to remove the bricks and grout in the open joints 
of the masonry, and rebed and repoint the brickwork with 
cement- mortar. 

On completion of the repairs, the decayed surfaces of the 
stone require to be treated with a preservative solution of 
hydrate of barium and lime in order to arrest the decay and 
to harden the stone sufficiently to with stand the action of the 
gases and the weather. 

In places where the surface of the stone is encrusted 
with soot, from the smoke in the atmosphere, a steam jet 
should be used tocleanse it before applyingthe preservative, 
in order that the solution may penetrate into the pores and 
act with greater effect. 

Castle House ^ f etersfi eld ^ Hants. 

News reached this Society that this fine house dating from 
Tuddr days had been bought so that the valuable fittings it 
contained, panelling and fireplaces, might be sold as a matter 
of business. 

The Committee made attempts to arouse local interest 
but withoutsuccess. A portion of the site on which the house 
stood W’ as required by the local authorities for easing a sharp 
corner, but this could have been accomplished without * 
damaging the greater part of the house. 

The next generation will have good cause to regret the 
indifference shown at the 'present time in the preservation 
of artistic work of this kind. 
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Pinner Church, Middlesex. 

It is with pleasure that the Committee reports that a 
scheme to add a vestry and covered passage against the 
south wall of this Church has been abandoned. The wall, 
which would have been affected and partially hidden, is one 
of the few remaining portions of the original structure. 

The Vicar of Pinner has kindly written; “ I have very 
little doubt that should any such scheme be again brought 
forward your Society will receive due intimation.”^ 

The Committee feels thatif avestryisnecessary itshould 
be arranged so as to interfere with original work no more 
than is necessary to satisfy the needs of the Church. 

Portinscale Bridge. 

The Committee is anxious to take this opportunity of 
thanking those who have so nobly been the means of saving 
Portinscale Bridge. 

Doubtless all the members know that the bridge is now 
being repaired under the direction of Sir Francis Fox. 

This desirable course of action was rendei;ed possible 
through the generosity of some local residents who guaran- 
teed the cost of the work in the event of its failure. 

Old Town Hall, Trescot, Lancs. 

In November, 1911, the attention of the Committee was 
called to the state of this interesting building, which was 
stated to be beyond repair. Beinganxious to save it forthe 
town, as it is one of the few buildings there which has any 
architectural merit, the Committee offered to make a report 
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on the fabric free of all cost to the Trustees. This offer was 
accepted and a report was made, showing quite clearly that 
the building could be preserved if the necessary funds could 
be procured for this purpose. 

At the present time the Committee is informed that the 
Trustees are endeavouring to raise money by way of loan 
and subscription, having in view the repair of the building 
in accordance with the suggestions contained in the report 
prepared in consultation with the Committee, 

Churchyard %ampisha7n^ Dorset. 

The base of this cross alone remains but it is an exception- 
ally fine example and of remarkable interest. 

The fewnecessary repairs have been carriedoutinaccord- 
ance with the advice of the Committee. 

It is with much pleasure that it can be stated that members 
may be assured that no suggestion for ‘‘restoring” the cross 
will be considered by those who at present have it in their 
care. There is cause for congratulation in this wdien it is 
remembered that there is almost an ‘ epidemic’ of restoring 
crosses at the present time. 

Shalfleet CMt7xh Towef\ Isle of Wight. 

The Committee is anxious to draw the attention of the 
members to the tower of this interesting old Church. It is 
very finely situated and is in serious need of structural repair. 
Thereof has recently received attention, but the structure 
should have immediate repair. The tower is of unusually 
large size though not very high and dates from the Norman 
period. 

The Vicar consulted the Society in the early stages of 
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undertaking the work but has not been able up till now to 
raise a sufficient fund to enable him to complete the very 
necessary works. 

The Bargate, Southampton. 

This interesting building was mentioned in last year’s 
report and the work of repair then referred tohasbeen com- 
pleted. The information received by the Committee does 

not lead it to think that the building has been repaired in quite 
themlnnerourmembers would wish, asitbelievesnewstone 

hasbsenusedinthe placeof old which might well have been 
preserved. 

SoutJlease CJiuy ch.^ Sussex, 

111 July of last year the Society was asked what its pro- 
cedure would be if the repair of this Church were placed in 
its hands. The Committee replied that it would be willing 
to arrange for a report to be made on the buildingand would 
be glad to recommend an Architect who would carry out the 

work in consultation with the Society. 

Eventually a report was made and sent to the Rector, 
and it is now understood that the work is to be carried out 

The Church is one of the charming little buildings which 
are situated on the banks of the Ouse between Lewes and 
Newhaven. It possesses around tower which is an unusual 
feature m Sussex except in this particular valley. 

The Committee hopes that nothing will occur to prevent 
the necessary repairs being undertaken. 
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The Quild of Stratford-tipon-zAvon. 

Since the issue of the last report the Committee has re- 
ceived information that the above named Guild has been 
formed. The aims of which are as follows : 

{a) To schedule the buildings which are either interesting 
in themselves, or, by their situation or other characteristics, 
are vital to the picturesqueness of their surroundings, and 
also the trees, fields or open spaces near the town, the des- 
truction of which would be fatal to its interests. 

It is suggested that the owners of such property shall be 
asked to promise that all proposed sales, changes and addi- 
tion during their lifetime shall be notified to the Society. 

(6) To assist all efforts made by the authorities to control, 
by means of the Town Planning Act, or otherwise, the lay- 
ing out of new building areas, so as to secure agreeableness 
and sobriety of design andan adequate amount of open space. 

(c) To prevent the erection of ugly buildings and the dis- 
figurement of beautiful country. 

[d) To raise, if possible, from time to time such funds as 
may be thought desirable for the purchasing of threatened 
buildings and places of interest, and for assisting the repair 
and maintenance of such buildings or places. 

{c) To supply general information on the whole question 
by means of lectures, pictures, designs, pamphlets and ex- 
hibitions. 

(/) Bearing in mind the delicate relationship of the rights 
of the individual to the commonweal, and that '‘an English- 
man’s house is his castle,” the Society would rely chiefly on 
moral suasion and a friendly indication of wdiat seems to 
them the “better way.” 

The Committee feels this to be so excellent a Society that 
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it has printed its aims in order that it may have as large a 
publicity as possible, andin the hope that the example it sets 
may be followed in other districts. 

^tjdd Trecepiory^ Derbyshire. 

The Committee wishes to notice brieflythe condition of this 
charming ruin. Only a portion of the south-east Chapel of the 
original building now remains standing. It is with this that 
the Committee is now concerned. There are remaining two 
interesting lancet windows, ornamented on the inside with 
gracef ul clustered shaf ts having f oli at ed capi tals. The work 
which is necessary to be done consists in general strengthen- 
ing the walls and careful treatment of their tops to keep the 
damp from penetrating and so damaging them further. 

The Derby shire Archaeological Society has been working 
to get this done, butup tillnowhasonly succeeded in arrang- 
ing some necessary shores. It is understood that half the 
money necessary for the repair has been promised, but the 
remainder, although it is only a small sum has not yet been 
raised. 

Tattershall Qastle.^ Lincolnshire. 

During the past year the work of repair to, and preserva- 
tion of, this interesting building has advanced considerably. 

The roofs and the floors have been reinstated and the 
repair and repointing of the walls are nearing completion. 

Although the building had been unroofed for upwards of 
250 years the exposure had not caused any serious damage 
to the fabric beyond the loosening of the tops of the walls 
and the growth of the vegetation. Some nine years ago 
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considerable damage was done by lightning to the upper 
portion of the north-east angle turret, and the large windows 
on the west front of the Castle. The lightning appears to 
have struck the turret, which continues above the level of 
the main building, and destroyed one side of the octagon, 
and on reaching the main building it must have passed along 
the top of the north side and continued down the west face 
where it shatteredthemasonryof the series of large windows 
down to the ground level. The windows were heavily pro- 
tected by iron bars and stanchions which no doubt attracted 
the lightning. In the work of repair an efficient system of 
lightning conductors will be arranged to safeguard the 
building in the future. 

Although considerable excavations have been undertaken 
to ascertain the positions of the various buildings within the 
courtyard and of which thereisthe evidenceof views drawn 
by Buck in 1727 the result has been small. The foundations 
of the kitchen buildings have been found as well as portions 
of other buildings which are too fragmentary to identify. 

About 100 years ago these buildings, which were in a 
ruinous condition, were pulled down and the inner moat 
surrounding the enclosure was filled in. 

During the recent work of excavating the inner moat two 
lime kilns have been discovered from wdiich it may be in- 
ferred that the stone of these buildings was burnt for lime, 
and the foundations grubbed up for a similar purpose. 

The excavation of the outer and inner moats has proved 
an extensive piece of work, but their value to the appearance 
of the castle when completed will fully justify the under- 
taking. 

A large amount of broken pottery has been found during 
the excavation of the inner moat and this will form the 
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nucleusfor a museum in the remaining Guard House at the 
entrance to the castle. 

Jhaxted Q hutch. 

At the request of the Vicar and Churchwardens a detailed 
survey of the fabric of the Church was made, and the Archi- 
tect in his report states that while there are no serious struc- 
tural defects in the Church itself, the condition of the tower 
is not so satisfactory, and that “the only adviceonecouldbe 
responsible for giving is that the work of repair should be put 
in hand as early as possible and that the bells should be 
only tolled, not rung.” 

“The tower was not originally averycarefulpiece of buil- 
ding, and has been weakened since by the fall of the spire. 
The new spire, built about fifty years ago, was not very well 
done, and the danger is in the mutual weakness of spire and 
tower. Heavy thunder or tremendous wind might set up 
sufficient motion in the spire to cause one of the weakened 
parts of the tower to give, and consequently bring aboutthe 
fallof the spire.” 

“To make the tower safe, and permanently capable of sus- 
taining the weight and possible vibrations of the spire and 
the strain of bell-ringing it must be securely bound together 
at various points in its height. This can be most economi- 
cally and satisfactorily done with reinforced concrete.” 

Some further points in the report as to the necessary re- 
pairs are as follows : 

The lead roof needs either to be renewed or relaid. At 
present it is leaking and damage is being done to the roof 
timbers. 

To put the wails in good condition the Roman cement. 
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wnicn isiooseaiiGlnotprotectingme wall, shouldbe removed 
and the flint work carefully raked outandrepoiiited,andthe 
cracks bonded. Decay should be removed from uncut stone- 
work by brushing, and only that which is badly perished 
should be renewed. 


Thorsg^ll^ Torks^ Packhorse Bridge, 

It is most satisfactory to be able to report that the Start- 
forth Rural District Council has decided to preserve this 
relic of the past. 

The Committee heard that a scheme was under considera- 
tion to destroy the old bridge and build a new one and de- 
cided to write tothe Local Council for permission to arrange 
a meeting between an expert and the Council’s Surveyor to 
discuss the question on the spot. This meeting took place 
with most gratifying results. 

^ The Council approved of the suggestions made by the 
Society and decided to build a new bridge alongside the old 
one, but quite independent of it, for wheeled traflic, whilst 
the old pack horse bridge will remain as a foot bridge. 

It is in such cases as this that the Society can be most 
useful to a local authority. Very much more of this kind of 
work should be possible and the Committee would urge 
members and friends who serve on such bodies to suggest 
that the Society should be asked to advise. 

Such advice is usually tar more welcome when given in 
response to an application than it is when given unasked. 

Podmorden Hall,^ Lancs, 

Learning that this building had been bought by the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway to be demolished for 
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railway ‘ improvements,’ the Committee sent the following 
letter to the secretary of the Company : 

The Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings. 

April, 1913 . 

To the Directors of the Lancashire Railway » 

Gentlemer, 

The Committee of the Society for the Protection 
of Ancient Buildings has directed me to write to you on the 
subject of Todmorden Hall, Lancs., of which.! enclose a 
small reproduction. 

The Society has learned that it is the intention of your 
Company to pull down this house for the purpose of Rail- 
way improvements. 

Todmorden Hall is a finely designed house of more than 
one date but the chief part appears to be Jacobean, built in 
the traditional north country manner. The building is of 
undoubted interest on account of its architectural beauty 
and age and this Society feels that it would be an infinite 
pity to destroy it. 

In the somewhat similar case of the Station House at 
Bourne in Lincoln, this Society, by drawing the attention 
of the Directors to the history and charm of the building*, 
succeededin persuading the Great Northern Railway Com- 
pany not to pull down that house, which remains to-day a 
fine example of early domestic architecture. 

My Committee venture to hope that by drawing your at- 
tention to the value of Todmorden Hall as a fine work of 
art you wall be able to reconsider your decision to destroy it. 
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This Society trusts that you will pardon it for writing to 
you in this manner and it hopes you will give this letter your 
sympathetic attention. 

I remain, 

Yours faithfully, 

A. R. Powys, 
Secretary, 

In reply to this the Railway Company wrote as follows : 

Lancashire AND Yorkshire Railway, 

. ■ ■ Secretary’s Office, 

Manchester., 

April 

Dear Sir, 

I received your letter of the 16th instant and had 
an opportunity yesterday of submitting the same to my 
Jloard, who, whilst giving every consideration to the views 
urged by your Society, instructed me to inform you that as 
Todmorden Old Hall was purchased purely with a view to 
railway extensions in that neighbourhood and as such exten- 
sions will necessitate the demolition of the property in 
question they regret they could not comply with your 
request. 

Yours faithfully, 

R.C. Irwin, 
Secretary, 

A. R. Powys, Esq., 

The Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings, 

20, Buckingham Street, Strand, 

London, W.C. 
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The Commitee did not see how further action could' 
benefit the case and so dismissed it, after informing the 
Company that it wished to publish these letters. 

Illustrations showing exterior and interior views are 
given. 

Tutbury Churchy Staffs . 

In November, 1911, the adviceof theSociety wassought 

for with regard to the repair of this Church. 

Although the building has undergone much “ restoration 
in the past century, sufficient mediseval work remains to. 
justify the statement that it is of quite unusual interest. 

The west doorway is a well known example of fineN oi man 

work. , j 

The Committee arranged for a report to be made and. a 

copy was sent to the Vicar who replied that he was sure it 
would meet with the approval of his building Committee. 

During the presentyearhowever, theSociety has learned 

that “restoration” work is in progress. It is little satis- 
faction to know that the present is less drastic than thepast 

work of this kind. ^ 

The Committee did its utmost by letters and otherwise to 
show the Vicar how to repair hisbuilding,diminishingitsin- 
terest to the least possible extent and yet leave it a living 
work fit for its purpose. But although he is aware of the 
loss his Church has sustained in the previous restoration,, 
methods continue to be employed which can only be deeply- 
regretted by those who share the principles of the Society. 

Udimore QourtFarm. 

In the annual report of June, 1912:, it was stated that 
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This beauhful building is no longer in existence.” The 
ommittee has since been informed that the purchaser h 
re-erected the old house. It is less to be regretted 
should be the case than that it should be entirely destroyei 
but theSocietyhas always felt that the transplanting of old 
buildings is most regrettable. ° 

Uxbridge Treaty House. 

The fine panelling contained in a room at this ho„s„ ■ 
»a,d ,0 „e bee. p.rcha^d 

It IS a dignified piece of well-proportioned design and well 
worth a visit of inspection. ' 

The Committee has made several attpmntc <. • 
.ouch .vitb .be .„eeed Pdrd.aeer bu 
to effect £iny useful action. ' 

_ This is the sort of case in which a local society lil-e rhp 

Y armouth Association, would be souseful, in order if nn, 

sible, to secure the room intact for the benefit of the town.’ 

U/eombe Church Totver, I{ent. 

_ At the request of the Churchwardens this Chnrri 
visited and a report dealing with the necessary repair o/th ^ 

fabric and the bells furnished Withrmf i 

deep a „ bd,b„, 

.de fabric., 

Ji!»dirc^dXttsrei'r“" 

dp.berib„.f„pf.bcbe„,,::SSetJS^^^^^^^^ 

TZi 
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of the bellframe. AscafFolding was erected around the out- 
side of the tower, free of the walls, and the decayed portions 
of the facing stone repaired with hand-made tiles bonded in- 
to grooves cut on to the face of the sound stone, after the re- 
moval of the decayed surface, and pointed with blue lias lime 
mortar. 

On completion of the repair of the decayed portions of the 
facing, the exterior of the tower was repointed with lias lime 
mortar. Unfortunately, the funds available did not allow 
for the necessary preservative treatment which would have 
arrested the decay of the stone and hardened it to withstand 
the action of the weather. 

The cracks in the walls were also repaired by rebonding 
the solid portions together from the inside face. 

The question of the rehanging of the bells on a new bell- 
frame is now under consideration, and it is hoped that the 
Churchwardens will follow the Society’s advice and decide 
on an oak frame. 

The Nelson The Star Hotels Great 

Tarmouth, 

This case, mentioned in the introduction, is one on which 
the Committee feels strongly but finds it difficult to act use- 
fully. 

The panelling and ceiling appear to be in their original 
position although the hotel has been ref routed and very large- 
ly altered so that now no one would guess that the building 
contains anything of artistic interest. 

The Committee has not been able to take any useful 
action up till now. It is carefully watching the case and 
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will use its influence as far as it is able if a suitable oppor- 
tunity arises. 

It is said that the owner has given the option of purchase 
to a dealer for a very large sum. The amount asked is far 
greater than the Committee could hope to raise even if it 
felt that it was desirable to spend so much on retaining this 
room, when so many other pressing demands are continually 
before it, where much useful work can be done at less cost. 

Qreal Yarmouth Historical Buildings tAssociation, 

The Committee is anxious to draw attention to the excel- 
lent work being done by the Great Yarmouth Historical 
Buildings Association. This body has obtained the custody 
of the following ancient buildings of that town. The Grey- 
friars Cloister, two old Yarmouth Towers, an old cemetery 
containing excellent examples of the original town walls. 
It is most satisfactory also that the property which the As- 
sociation has been able to buy brings a small profit each year 
and it is hoped with this continually increasing revenue to 
purchase other properties of interest to the historian and 
antiquary. 

By the constitution of the i\ssociation this property can- 
not be disposed of and so is secured for future generations. 

The Committee trusts that the fine example set by the 
townsmen of Great Yarmouth may be largely followed 
throughout the country. 


LIST OF BUILDINGS WHICH HAVE COME 
BEFORE THE SOCIETY DURING THE YEAR: 


Acle Church, Norfolk. 

Alvechnrch, Worcestershire, An- 
cient Hoii.se. 

Ahvoodly Hall, Leeds. 

Ancient iVIonuments Legislation. 

Ansley Church, Warwickshire. 

Arabic Monuments. 

Ascot- u nder- W y ch wood Church , 
Oxon. 

Ashampstcad Church, Berks., 
Wall Paintings. 

Ashbury Church, Bucks. 

A sh by ~d e- 1 a-Z o u ch Cas 1 1 e , 

Leicestershire. 

Ashby-de-la-Zouch Church, 
Leicestershire. 

Banbury, Globe Room, Reindeer 
Inn. 

Beeleigh Abbey, Maldon, Esse.x. 

Berkeley, GloiicesLershire, An- 
cient House. 

Birling Place, Kent, Tithe Barn. 

Blakeney Church, Norfolk. 

Bosham, Sussex, Ancient Cottage, 
etc. 

Boston, Lines., The Guild PlalL 

Bougbton Place, Lenham, Kent. 


Bradley Old Manor House, 
Devon. 

Brailsford Church, Derbyshire. 

Bredon Church, nr. Tewkesbury. 

Brinsop Court, nr, Hereford. 

Broadstairs, Chapel of Our Lady 
of Bradstowe. 

Buckingham, The Chantry 
Chapel. 

Bury St. Edmunds, Abbey Gate- 
way. 

Cadney Church, Lines. 

Callow Plill Farm, Staffs. 

Cambridge, Cottages, Emanuel 
College. 

Candleston Castle, Glamorgan- 
shire. 

Canterbury, City Walls and St. 
Mary’s Church. 

Cardiff, St. Mellon’s Church. 

Carnarvon Castle. 

Cartmel Priory Church, Lancs. 

Castle Camps Church, Cambs. 

Great Chalfield Church, Wilts. 

Charlton Kings, Glos., Church- 
yard Cross. 

Gbepstow Church. 


Chester Cathedral, Cloisters, 
Chingford Old Church, Essex, 
Chisledon Church, Wilts. ^ 
Christchurch Priory, Hants. 
Clynnog Church, Carnarvonshire. 
Colchester, St. Botolph’s Priory. 
Compton Church, Surrey. 

Conway Castle, 

Crich Church, Derbyshire. 
Croydon, Whitgift Hospital. 
Didsbury, Manchester, Church- 
yard and Sundial. 

Dishley Church Ruins, nr, 
Loughborough. 

Downton-on-the-Rock Church, 
Salop. 

Draycott Church, Staffs. 
Dunfermline Abbey. 

Durham, Galilee Chapel. 
Easington Church, Oxon. 
Eastbourne, OldParsonage House. 
Ellesmere Church, Salop. 

ElthEim Palace, Kent. 

Elton Church, Hunts. 

Esher, Surrey, Wolsey’s Tower. 
Eton College. 

Evesham, Tower House, Bridge 
Street. 

Exeter Cathedral. 

Eynsford Castle, Kent. 

Eynsford Church, Kent. 
Fowlescombe, Ivybridge, Devon* 
Gloucester, College Green Gate- 
way. 

Gorhambury, St, Albans, Herts, 
Granada, Alhambra. 


Groombridge Church, Kent. 
Guildford, Cottages, Farnham 
Road. 

Guildford, Woodlands Farm. 
Guildford, St. Catherine’s Chapel 
Hamsey Old Church, Sussex. 
Hanworth Church, Norfolk. 
Hardham Priory, Sussex, W^all 
Paintings. 

East Harling Church, Norfolk. 
Harlton Church, Cambs. 

Harrold, Beds., Market House. 
Haslemere, Surrey, Ancient 

Cottages. 

Haslingfield Church, Cambs. 
Hastings Castle. 

Hatford Old Church, Berks. 
Heath Chapel, Salop. 

Henley-in- Arden Church, War- 
wickshire. 

Hertford Castle. 

Heston Church, Middlesex. 
Highworth, Wilts., Ancient 

Barn. 

Hinton ■ Charterhouse Abbey, 
Somerset. 

W’^est Horsley Church, Surrey. 
Hoiigham Church, Lines. 

Hurley Church, Bucks. 

Huttoft Church, Lines. 

India, Ancient Monuments. 

Iron Acton, Ancient House. 
Kempley Church, Glos. 
Kentisbury Church, Devon, 
King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Ancient 
House. 


68 


King’s Lynn. Norfolk, Greenland 
Fishery Inn. 

Kingston Church, Cambs. 

Lake House, Salisbury. 

Langley Chapel, Salop. 

Lavenham, Suffolk, Ancient 
House, 

Lavenham, Suffolk, Guildhall. 

Lavenham, Suffolk, Market Cross. 

Laxfield Church, Suffolk. 

Leake Church, Lines. 

Leicester, The Newarko. 

Leicester. Ragdale Old Flail. 

Leicester, St. Mary’s Church. 

North Leigh Church, Oxon. 

Lichfield, Ancient House Cathe- 
dral Close. 

Llandety Church, Brecon. 

Llanelian Church, Anglesey. 

Llanfihangel Essgefieg Church, 
Anglesey. 

Llangellynin Church, Merioneth- 
shire. 

Llangenan Church, Carnarvon- 
shire, 

Llanidan Church, Anglesey. 

Loughton Farm House, near 
Bletchley. 

Lullington Church, Derbyshire. 

Lyme Regis, Fossil Shop and 
Bridge. 

London, Ancient Brewery, Upper 
Thames Street. 

London, Charterhouse. 

London, Chelsea Old Church, 

London, 75, Dean Street, Soho. 


London, St. Ethelburga’s Church, 
Bishopsgate. 

London, St. George’s Church, 
Hanover Square. 

London, Highgate, Cromwell’s 
House. 

London, St. Vedasts’ Church. 

London, Westminster Abbey, 
Cloisters. 

London, Westminster Abbey, 
Jerusalem Chamber. 

London, York Water Gate, 
Adelphi. 

Maidstone, Kent, ‘Tithe Barn.’ 

East Mailing Church, Kent. 

West Mailing Church, Kent. 

Little Malvern Church. 

Mancetter Church, Warwickshire 

Manchester, The Old Seven Stars 
Inn. 

Marston, Oxon, Cromwell’s 
Castle. 

Long Marston Church, Warwick- 
shire, 

Mars worth Church, Bucks. 

Midhurst, Ancient House. 

Milton Church, Northants. 

Moilond Church, Devon. 

Mont St. Michel, Normandy. 

Monreale Cloisters. 

Muchelney, Old Priest’s Flouse. 

Mullion Church, Cornwall. 

Mutford Church, Suffolk. 

Newark Castle, Notts. 

Norton Church, Suffolk. 

Norwich, French Church. 


Norwich, St. Pauhs Church. 
Nunney Castle, Somerset. 
Oddington Church, Glos. 

Ogmore Castle, Glamorganshire. 
Old Orchardston Tower, Castle 
Douglas. 

Orkney Monuments. 

Orston Church, Notts. 

Overstrand Church, Norfolk. 
Owlpen Manor House, Glos. 
Oxford, St. Bartholomew’s Hos- 
pital. 

Oxford, Magdalen Tower. 
Packington Church, Leicester- 
shire. 

Paisley Abbey. 

Penard Castle, Glamorganshire. 
High Peover Hall, North Chapel. 
Perivale, Bridge. 

Pershore Abbey, Worcestershire. 
Peterborough Cathedral, Clois- 
ters, 

Petersfield, Hants, Castle Plouse. 
I^etersfield, ) Hants, Statue of 
William III. 

Pinner Church, Middlesex. 

Poole, Dorset, The Old Fish 
Shambles. 

Portinscale Bridge. 

Potter Heigham Church, Norfolk 
Prescot, Thanes., Old Town Hall. 
Radcot Bridge, nr. Kelmscott, 
Berks. 

Radnage Church, Bucks. 
Rampisham, Berks., Churchyard 
Cross. 


Repton Church Crypt, Derby- 
shire. 

Richmond Bridge. 

Rye, Sussex, Ancient Plouse. 
Salisbury, Ancient House. 
Salthouse Church, Norfolk, 
Sandgate Castle, Kent. 

Shalheet Church, Isle-of-Wight. 
Shuttington Church, Warwick- 
shire. 

Southampton, Bargate. 

Southease Church, Sussex, 

Long Stanton Church, Cambs, 
Little Steeping Church, Lines. 
Stevenage Church, Plerts. 

Stoke Mandeville Old Church, 
Bucks. 

Stoke-sub-PIamden Church, 
Somerset. 

Stydd Preceptory, Derbyshire. 
Surrey Ancient Monuments, 
Sutton Coldfield, * Old Pie Shop.’ 
Swanscombe, Kent, Earthworks. 
Swansea Castle. 

Swell Church, Somerset. 
Tal-y-lyn Church, Merioneth- 
shire. 

Tamworth, Guy’s liospital. 
Tattershall Castle, Lines. 

Thaxted Church, Essex. 
Thompson Church, Norfolk, 
Thurcaston Church, Leicester- 
shire. 

Toftrees Church, Norfolk. 

Tretire Church, Plereford shire. 
Tutbury Church, Staffs. 
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Tysoe Church, Warwickshire. 
Uclimore, Court Lodge Farm. 

Ulcombe Church, Kent. 

Uxbridge, Old Treaty House. 
Walesby Church, Lines. 

Wales, Royal Commission on 
Ancient Monuments. 

West Walton Church, Norfolk. 
Wanborough Church, Surrey. 
Warfield Church, Berks. 
Warwick, Beauchamp Chapel. 
West Wickham Church, Kent. 
Wilby Church, Norfolk. 
Willingdon, Beds., Ancient 
Pigeon House. 

Winchester College. 


Wingfield Church, Suffolk. 
Wisbech, St. Mary’s Church. 
Withycombe Church, Somerset. 
Long Wittenham Church, Oxon. 
Wolverhampton, The Old 
Deanery. 

Wood Balling Church, Norfolk. 
Woolstone Church, Berks. 

High Wycombe, Plospiial of St, 
John the Baptist. 

Yalding Church, Kent. 

York, ^Holy Trinity Church, 
Goodramgate. 

York, St. Margaret’s Church, 
Porch. 

York, St. Mary’s Abbey. 
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- THE SOCIETY FOR THE , PROTECTION OF 
I ancient BUILDINGS. 

list of members. 

annual subscription. £i IS. or los. 6d. 

Subscriptions to be sent to the Secretary, A. R. Powys, 20, 
^ Buckingham Street, Adelphi. 

Post Office Orders should be made payable at the General Post 

Office. Cheques should be crossed “London City and Midland Bank.” 

■ Bankers : —London City and Midland Bank, Limited, 449, Strand, 

I, W.C. ' 

*These form the Committee. 

Alfred D, xVckland, Di^sivell House, Wehoyn, Herts. 

Cuthbert Adeney, M.D., 60, Queen's Road, Baysiuater, W. 

*W. C. Alexander, Aubrey House, Kensington. 
i Professor Angelo Alessandri, St. Marco, Venice, 
t . Lady Allchin, 5, Chandos Street, Cavendish Square, W, 

R, A. Allison, Scalehy Hall, Carlisle. 

Archibald Anderson, 30, Oxford Square, XV, 

Hugh K. Anderson, The Lodge, Gonville and Cains College, Cambridge. 

Miss Sara Anderson. 46, Wanvick Gardens, Kensington. 

Rev. N. Green Armytage, Grosvenor Club, Piccadilly, XV. 

Hugh Arnold, 63, Bedford Gardens, IV. 

W. H. Ash, J.P., 51, Hamilton Terrace, N.XV, 

C. R. Ashbee, F.R.I.B.A., Magpie and Stump House, 37, CJieyne Walk, 


Commendatore Azzuri, President of St, Luke's Academy, Rome, (Hon 
Mem.) 

Sir Hickman Bacon, Bart., F.S.A., Queen Anne's Mansions, SJF. 
Harold Baker, 17, Cannon Street, Birmingham . 

James Baker, F.R.G.S., Seivelle Villa, Coldney Road, Clifton, 

^Oliver Baker, The Dower House, Straffotd-on-Avon. 

Miss Balfour, 4, Carlton Gardens, S.IF. 

Geo, P. Bankart, 5SC, Gray's Inn Road, W,C, 

Hon. Mrs. Guy Baring, The Mill House, St. Cross, Winchester. 

J. R. Barlow, Greenthorne, near Bolton. 

Sir Thomas Barlow, Bart., M.D., to, Wimpole Street, W. 

A. Ernest Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Sidney H. Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Mrs. S. L. Barrett, Tclport, Beccles, Suffolk. 

Walter Barrow, Lawn House, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

Mrs. Walter Barrow, Laivn House, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

Charles E. Bateman, F.R.I.B.A., iS, Bennett's Hill, Birmingham. 
Herbert Batsford, 94, High Holhorn, W.C, 

Arthur Bayley, F.R. Hist. S., St. Margaret's, Imperial Road, Great 



. Malvern. ... 

Somerset Beaumont, Slier e, Guildford. 

Miss Beatrice Beddington, The White Cottage, Winchclsea, Susse. 
Miss Maud Beddington, Balladcr's Plat, Wtnchelsea, Sussex. 

John Belcher, R.A., 20, Hanover Square, W. 

Charles F. Bell, F.S.A., xlslmolean Museum, Oxford. 

Edward Bell, F.S.A., The Mount, Hampstead. 

Sir Hugh Bell, Bart., F.S.A., Rounton Grange, Northallerton. 
Newton Benett, Dorchester, Wallingford. 

A. C. Benson, Magdalene, College, Cambridge. 

W. A, S. Benson, Manoihicr, R.S.O., Pembrokeshire. 

Ernest Bewlay, 83, Cohnore Row, Birmingham. 

Rev. Oswald Birchall, Blackhill^ Malvern. 

Geoffrey Birkbeck, Stoke Holy Cross, Norwich. 

Walter B. Biaikie, Constable ^ Co., Edinburgh, 

Detmar J. Blow, F.R.I.B.A., 10, Grosvenor Road, S.W. 

Reginald Blunt, 12, Carlyle Mansions, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea, S.W. 
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Wilfred Scawen Blunt, Nszvbuildings Place, Southwater, near Horsham, 

■ , Sussex. . 

K P. L. Booker, F.S.A., Eton College, Windsor. 

Commendatore Giacomo Boni, Architetto, Direzione Generale dell 
Aniichitd c Belle Avti, Roma. (Hon. Mem.) 

B C Boulter, 22., Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 

^Ernest E. Bowden, 16, Clifford's Inn, E.C. 

Sir Edward Brabrook, C.B., F.S.A., 178, Bedford Hill, Balham, S.IF. 
Ralph Brocklebank, Haugliton Hall, Tarporley. 

The Right Rev. The Lord Bishop of Bristol, The Palace, Bristol. 

A. Glutton Brock, Farncombe Lodge, Godaiming. 

James Bromley, The Homestead, Junction Lane, Lathonif near OrmsIHrk. 
'*'Rev. Stopford A. Brooke, i, Manchester Square, W. 

Edwin Brough, Keene, Abbotsham, S.O., North Devon. 

Wm Anthony Brown, ii, Sydney Place, Onsloiv Square, 5 . IF, 

’1‘Rt. Hon. James Bryce, The British Embassy, Washington, U.S.A, 

Miss E. Burden, 22, Upper Woburn Place, W.C. 

IjsAy Rottingdean, Sussex. 

Sir Philip Burne-Jones, Bart., 41, Egerton Terrace, S.IF. 

Arthur P. Busch-Michell, Huish House, Langport, Somerset. 

Sir Edward Henry Busk, ii, Sussex Place, Regents Park, N.W. 
*Ingram Bywater, 93, Onslozv Square, S.IF. 

Hall Caine, Greha Castle, Isle of Man. 

Rev, Edward Canney, St. Peter's Rectory, Cross Street, Hatton Garden, 
E.C. 

Onorata Carlandi, Rojne. (Hon. Mem.) 

W. Carpenter, HeatJifield, 143, Palmerston Road, Bowes Park, N, 

*J. Corny ns Carr. 

John Carruthers, C. E., 19, Kensington Park Gardens, PF. 

Sir Charles D. Cave, Bart., Sidbuvy Mtmor, Sidmouth. 

Walter Cave, F.R.I.B.A., 21. Sackville Street, IF. 

G. P. Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Woking. 

Miss Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Woking , , 

Sir William Chance, Bart, J.P., Orchards, near Godaiming. 

Hugh C. Fairfax Cholmeley, Mill Hill, Brandshy, Easingwold. 

Alex. Christie, 38. Highbury New Park, N, 
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Somers Clarke, F.S.A., 48, Albert Court, Kensington Gove, S. IF. 

Mrs. E. M. Cobden, 29, Buckingham Gate, S. IF. 

*T. J. Cobden-Sanderson, 15, Upper Mall, Hammersmith, IF. 

Mrs. T. J. Cobden-Sanderson, 15, Upper Mall, Hammersmith, IF. 
Robert Cochrane, I.S.O., LL.D., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 17, Highfidd 
Road, Eathgar, Dublin. 

*Sidney C. Cockerell, IVaysule, Cavendish Avenue, Cambridge, 

H. Ker Colville, Loders Court, Bridport. 

*Sir Sidney Colvin. 

Miss Violet Cooper, 39, Holland Street, Kensington, IF. 

J. A. Cossins, Kingsdon, Forest Road, Moseley. 

*Rt. Hon. Lord Courtney of Penwith, 15, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea, 

W. H. Cowlishaw, 6, Great James Street, Bedford Row, W.C. 

G. Percy Cox, Slone House, Harrison Road, Godaiming. 

Rev. J. Charles Cox, LL.D., F.S.A., St. Alban's, Longton Avenue 
Sydenham, S.E. 

Lionel F. Crane, 13, Holland Street, Kensington, IF. 

Walter Crane, 13, Holland Street, Kensington, IF. 

The Earl of Crawford and Balcarres, 2, Cavendish Square, IF. 

Mrs. Wilfred Cripps, Cripps Mead, Cirencester. 

I'^red k. Crisp, F.S.A., The Manor House, Godaiming. 

Mrs. Crossley, Burton Pynsent House, Curry Rivel, Taunton. 

Fred H. Crossley, Bradshaw House, Allostock, Knutsford. 

Miss Crowe, Holmvook, Tunbridge Wells. 

Mrs. Crum, Auchenhowic, Bannockburn, N.B. 

Victor M. Cubitt, Normandale, Castle Douglas. 

John Currie, Wanlockhank, Giffnock, N.B. 

The Rt . Hon . Th e Earl Curzon o f Kedles ton . G . C . S . I . . G . C . I . E . , M . A , , 

P.C., F.R.S., D.C.I,/,, J.P., D.L., I, Carlton House Terrace, 5 . IF. 
Mrs. Cutlibert, Hillside, Croomln idge, Kent. 

Sir Francis Darwin, Brookthorpe, Gloucester. 

W. E. Darwin, ii, Egerton Place, S.IF, 

Mrs. Leonard Darwin, 12, Egerton Place, S. IF. 

Miss Darwin, T raver ston. West Road, Cambridge. 

Earl of Darnley, Cdhham Ball, Cobham, Kent, 

Arthur Irwin Dasent, The Dutch House, Hampton-on-TJiames. 


I^ev. Gerald S. Davies, The Charterhouse, E.C, 
p W. Davis, 149, HavAStead Road, Birmingham. 

Louis Davis, Ewclmc Cottage, Pinner, Middlesex. 

>f‘\V De Morgan, 127, Church Street, Chelsea. 

\Ifred Dewick, 9, Eliot Vale, Blackheath, S.E. 

Joseph Dewick, 59, Clarendon Road, Letvisham, S.E, 

S. Dixon, F.R.I.B.A., 297, Broad Street, Birmingham. 

Campbell Dodgson, 91, Cadogan Gardens, S.T 7 . 

4, B. Donaldson, Woodhay, Lyndhurst, Nexv Forest. 

A. E. P. Raymond Dowling, Oxford & Cambridge- Chib, Pall Mall, S.W. 
F. J. Dryburst, 6, John Street, Hampstead. 

Mrs. Charles H. C. Du Cane, 8, Beaufort Gardens, S.TP. 

Miss Duckworth, 9, Hyde Park Gate, S. IV . 

Prince Frederick Duleep Singh, M.V.O,, F.S.A., Bib Norton Hall, 
Thetford, Norfolk. 

George Dunn, Woolley Hall, near Maidenhead. 

PI. H. Edmondson, 64, Fishergate, Preston, Lancs. 

Herbert M, Ellis, Meadholme, Raynes Park, Surrey. 

Proh W. Esson, 13, Bradmore Road, Oxford. 

Rev. George Eyre Evans, Ty Tringad, Aberystwyth. 

'Richardson Evans, The Keir, Wimbledon Common. 

Arnold Fairbairns, Saxonhurst, Northwood, Middlesex. 

Miss Plelen Farquhar, Park Place, Wickham, Hants, and, 6 , Downshire 
Bill, Hampstead, N.W. 

Henri Favarger, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 2, Balfour Place, W, 

Mrs. Fawcett, 2, Goiver Street, Bedford Square, W.C. 

Earl Ferrers, 12, Buckingham Street, Addphi, W.C. (Hon. Sec.) 

Miss Emily P'ield, Squires Mount, Hampstead, iV.IF. 

John Finn, 4, Grafton Street, TF. 

'Cecil M. Firth, Knozvle, Ashburton, Devon, 

H. M. Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon, 

'G. Rutter Fletcher, F.S. A., 22, Causton Road, Highgate, N. (Hon. Sec.) 
Planslip Fletcher, 22, Causton Road, Plighgate, N, 

H. M. Fletcher, 52, Campdcn Hill Square, W. 

Waiter Morley Fletcher, Tiinity College, Cambridge. 

Plcnry L. E'lorence, 9, Prince's Gate, Hyde Park, W. 
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Mrs. Wickham Flower, 50, Egerto 7 i Crescent, 5 . IF. 

S. Russell Forbes, Ph.D., 7^ a, Via Della Croce, Rome. 

H. Buxton Forman, C.B., 46, Marlborough Hill, St.JoJm's Wood. 

E. M. Forster, King's College, Cambridge. 

Miss Forster, West Hackhurst, Abinger, Dorking. 

*W. A. Forsyth, F.R.I.B.A., 309, Oxford Street, W. 

A. Foulkes-Roberts, DenJjigh. 

Mrs. Friedberger, 68 , Elsham Road, Kensington , W. 

Lewis G. Fry, Stonycroft, Limpsfield, Surrey. 

E. L. Garbett. (Hon. Mem.) 

Rev. C. L. Garde, Sken frith Vicarage, Monmouth. 

2., Gower Street, W.C. 

Arthur J. Gaskin, Ote, Worcestershire. 

C.yi. GQCQ, Painsuhck, Gloucestershire. 

Rev, T. W. Gibson, Cranham Rectory, Upmmsier. 

’L. MeicDonB.ld Gill, T, Hare Court, Temple, E.C. 

*E rnest Gimson, Danetmy House, Siipperton, near Cirencester. 

Miss Gimson, 4, Belmont Villas, Leicester, 

Mass yioxg^xoit Gimson, Bchnont Villas, Leicester. 

Sydney A. Gimson, 20, Glebe Street, Leicester. 

Walter L. Gissing, St. Mark's Avenue, Leeds. 

H. Glasspool, J.P., Parkficld, Westivood Road, Southampton. 

S. E. Glendenning, Thorpe Hamlet Cottage, Nonoich. 

Colonel R. Goff. 

A. M. Goodhart, Eton College, Windsor. 

G. I 5 ruce Gosling, Oxford Cambridge Club, Pall Mall, S.TF. 

Louis Gonse, Directcur de la Gazette des Beaux Arts. (Hon. Mem.) 
Norman C. Graham, Rockwoods, Brook, 7 iear Godaiming. 

*T. F. W. Grant, A.R.LB.A., 16, Old Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, W.C, 
Mrs. Gray, Siiffkey Old Hall, Wells, Norfolk. 

J. Frederick Green, 32, Upper Mall, Hammersmith, W. 

J. H, Greenhalgh, 3, Reynolds Close, Hampstead Garden Suburb, N.W. 
Edward Greenly, Achnashean, near Bangor, N. Wales. 

*Rev. Canon Greenwell, F.R.S., Durham. 

Sir Robert Gresley, Bart., Drakelowe, Burton-upon-Trcnt, 

G. R, Griffith, 2, Post Office Lane, Denbigh. 


F LI Griffith, ii, Norliam Gardens, Oxford. 

F. L. Gri^'gs, Dover's House, Chipping Campden, Glos. 

*Hon, Richard C- Grosvenor, 2, Harconrt Buildings, Temple, E.C. 
(I-Ion. Sec.) 

Clias. K. T. Hale, Ingleside,'^ Wesley Road. Cinderford, Glos. 

W. Matthew Hale, Clavcrion, Stoke Bishop, near Bristol. 

Ernest C. Hales, ^^Glenroy,^^ 19-21, Wohurn Place, Russell Square, IF.C. 
Charles E, Halle, The Avenue, 76, Fulham Road. 

Alderman Thomas Hampton, Walton, Stone, Siafs. 

Thomas Hardy, O.M., LL.D,, J.P., Max Gate, Dorchester. 

F. W. Hasluck, The Wilderness, Southgate, N. 

Ambrose Heal, Junr., The Fives Court, Pinner. 

W. H, Heath, Fernbank, Turves Green, Northficld, near Birmingham. 
Nolil Heaton, 72, Abbey Road, St.John's Wood. 

♦John Hebb, F.R.I B.A., 266, Eastern Road, Brighton. 

George M. Henton, Charmvood House, Victoria Road, Leicester. 

Lady Victoria Herbert, 5, Stratford Place, IF. 

*Mrs. Herringham, 40, Wimpole Street, W. 

*J. P. Heseltine, 196, Queen's Gate, S.IF. 

Arthur G. Hill, F.S.A., Adelaide Road, N.W. 

K. Allsebrooke Hinds, F.R.I.B.A., Wood Nook, Wimbledon Hill, 5 . IF. 
Laurence W. Hodson, Bradboiirne Hall, Ashbourne, Derbyshire. 

Henry Holiday, Oak Tree House, Branch Hill, Hampstead, N.W. 

♦James R. Plohday, loi, Harhouriie Road, Edghaston, Birmingham. 

H. Wilson Holman, F.S.A., 4, Lloyd's Avenue, E.C, 

P, H. Hood, 53, Twyford Avenue, Acton, W. 

P. Morley Horder, F.R.I.B.A., 148, New Bond Street, IF. 

C. IT. St. John Hornby, 6 , Ormonde Gate, Chelsea, S. IF. 

Leonard Horner, Wayside, Warlingham, Surrey. 

Edward Hudson, F.S. A., Offices, 20, Tavistock Street, 

Covent Garden, IF.C. 

Arthur Hughes, Eastside House, Kew Green. 

Harold Hughes, A.R.I.B.A., Aelwyd, Bangor, N. Wales. 

Herbert G. Ibberson, F.R.I.B.A., g, Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 
♦George Jack, 24, Station Road, Church End, Finchley. 

M. R. James, Litt.D., King's College, Cambridge. 



George Jeffery, F.S.A., Curator of Ancient Momimcnis, Cyprus. 

Rev. Canon Jessopp, D.D., Seaming Rectory, East Dcreham, 

Norman Jewson, B.A., Sappevton, near Cirencester. 

Lawrence Johnston, Hidcote Manor, Chipping Campden, Gloucestershire 
Miss E. E. Constance Jones, Girton College, Cambridge. 

E. Peter Jones, Grcenhank., Chester. 

Plenry Arthur Jones, 6, Arkwright Road, Hampstead, N.JV, 

S. H. Keeling, Parkfield, Kenilworth. 

*Rt. Hon. William Kenrick, The Grove, Harbourne, Birmingham. 

*S. Wayland Kershaw, F.S.A., National Club, i, Whitehall Gardens, 
S.IF. .• and 17, Dovecote Road, Wandsworth, 5 . IF. 

C. H. Kindermann, 26, Golden Square, W. 

Mrs. Wilson King, 19, Highfield Road, Edgbaston. 

A. tie Lafontaine, F.S.A., Athelhampton, Dorchester. 

J. M. Laint 5 , 3, Stone Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, TF.C. 

H. G. Malcolm Laing, Licentiate R.LB.A., 9, Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, 
W.C. 



Mvs. Ldi.mh, Borden Wood, Liphook. 

Sir E. Ray Lankester, K.C.B., Savile Club, 107, Piccadilly, IF. 

Miss Nina Lankester, 5, Upper Wimpole Street, W. 

Morton Latham, Hollow Dene, Frensham, Farnham. 

Ernest Law, F.S.A., The Pavilion, Plampton Court Palace. 

Thomas M. Legge, M.D., 18, Cheyne Row, Chelsea, S.IF. 

♦Professor W. R. Lethaby, F.S. A. ,F. R.LB.A., iii, Inverness Terrace, W. 
The Rt. Rev. the Lord Bishop of Lewes, The Vicarage, Hove, Sussex. 
Rafe O. Leycester, 6, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea; and Toft Hall, Knuisford 
Cheshire, 

Sir A. L. Liberty, The Manor House, Lee, near Great Missenden, Bucks. 
Rev. and Hon. E. R. Lindsay, The Parsonage, Newtoivn, Dklcot. 

Owen C, Little, F.R.I.B.A., 10, Wavevton Street, Mayfair, W. 

C. S. Lock, Drylaw Cottage, Little Bookham, Surrey. 

Oliver Lodge, Junr., Mariemont, Birmingham, 

H. Longden, 3, Berners Street, W. 

G. B. Longstaff, M.D„ F.S. A., Highlands, _ Putney Heath, S.IF. ; and 
Morthoe, llfracofnhet N, Devon. 

L. W. Longstaff* Ridglands, Wimbledon. 
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H.R.H. Princess Louise. Duchess o£ A,rgyll, Kensington Palace, W. 
Mary, Countess of Lovelace, Ockham Park, Ripley, Surrey, 

Miss Lowry, Winchester House, Southampton. 

Bernard]. Lucas. 

Miss M. Lumsden, ii, Brettell Street, Walworth, S.E. 

Lady Lushington, 34, Old Queen Street, Westminster, S.PP. 

Miss Lushington, 36, Kensington Square, W. 

H. E. Luxmore, Baldwins End, Eton College, Windsor. 

Hon. Neville S. Lytton, Pound Hill, Craivley, Sussex. 

Mrs. McConnell, Peppard, Henley-on-Thames. 

Justin Huntly McCarthy, 18, Pembroke Square, Kensington, W. 

E". S. McEuen, Eaglehurst, Sidmouth, S. Devon. 

2 ) 2 , Bovchester Terrace, W . 

6 , Pembroke Gardens, Kensington, W. 

Kenneth B. Mackenzie, North House, Lockivood, Huddersfield. 

Montagu J. Muir Mackenzie, 21, Hyde Park Gate, S.^F. 

Miss Makant, Westgate, Bolton. 

Mrs. Henry Makins, 180, S.IR. 

C. E. Mallows, F.R.I.B.A., 28, Conduit Street, Hanover Square, W. 
Rev. W. Marshall, M.A., F.S.A., 8, Montpelier Villas, Brighton. 

Miss Marten, yS, Vanbrugh Park, Blackheath, S.E. 

Stephen Massenberd, Gunby Hall, Burgh-l e-Marsh, Lines. 

Johns. Masterman, St. Margaret's, Dorking, Surrey, 

James Maughan, Guildhall Street, Preston. 

Sirjohn Stirling Maxwell, Bart., F.S..A., 21, Portland Place, W. 

Kev. F. Mey rick- Jones, Home Place, Holt, Norfolk. 

Thomas Middlemore, Melsetter, Orkney, N.B. 

H. S. Milford, The Red House, Ashstead. 

F. D, Millet, The AbboVs Grange, Broadivay, Worcestershire. 

Miss Milne, The Trees, Church Road, Upper Norwood. 

Miss Henrietta A. Milne, The Trees, Church Road, Upper Norwood. 

E. E. Minton, Bank, Bury, Lancashire. 

H. Charles Mitchell, 31, Aldcrgate, Tannwrth, Staffs. 

Lt'Col. H. M. D, Montgomery, Weshvood, Grove Road,Camherky, Surrey. 
Miss F. F. Montressor, 15, Elvaston Place, S.W. 

Edward R. P. Moon, 6, Onslow Gardens, S.W. 
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R. O. Moon, M.D., 45, Gvcen Street, Grosvenor Square, IF. 

Arthur Reginald Moro, 87, Gloucester Terrace, Hyde Park, JV, 

Mrs. William Morris, Kelmscott Manor, Lechlade. 

Miss Morris, Kelmscott Manor, Lechlade, 

*Miss May Morris, 8, Hammersmith Terrace, W, 

Walter Morrison, 77, Cvomivell Road, S.IF. 

Mrs. Sydney Morse, 14, Airlie Gardens, Kensington, W. 

William E. Muir, Roimlland' Haslemerc, Surrey. 

Lord Muncaster, F.S.A., Muncaster, Ravenglass, Cumberland. 

Fredk. Miintzer, 25, Dover Street, Piccadilly, W . 

*A. H. Hallam Murray, F.S.A., Sandling, Hythe, Kent. 

Edmund K. Muspratt, 5. Windsor Buildings, George Street, Liverpool. 
Professor John I.. Myres, M.A., F.S.A., lor, Banbury Road, Oxford. 
A. F. de Navarro, The Court Farm, Broadivay, Worcestershire. 

Ralph Nevill, St. James's Club, Piccadilly, W. 

Edmund H. New, 17, Worcester Place, Oxford. 

W. Niven, F.S.A., Marloiv Place, Great Marlow. 

John H. B. Noble, The Manor House, Jesmond, Newcastlc-on-Tyne. 
♦Philip Norman, L.L.D., F.S.A., 45. Evelyn Gardens, South Kensington. 
Charles Normand, 98, Rue de Miromenil, Paris. (Hon. Mem.) 

Prince Odescalchi, Rome. (Hon. Mem.) 

♦Basil Oliver, A.R.I.B.A., 7. Southampton Street, Bloomsbury Square, 
W.C. 

Professor D. Oliver, 10, Ketv Gardens Road, Kew. 

K. R. B. Orlebar, Hinwich, Wellingborough. 

Rev. Canon Parry, Trinity College, Cambridge. 

C. PI. Parry, Charterhouse, Godaiming. 

Miss Mary P^ayne^Smith, Rogate, Heudington, near Oxford. 

Plarry H. Peach, Dryad Works, St. Nicholas Street, Leicester. 

C. Maresco Pearce, Arts Club, 40, Dover Street, Piccadilly, W. 

Howard S. Pearson, 235, Bristol Road, Birmingham. 

Frank S. Pearson, Avon Lodge, Selly Park, near Birmingham. 

Harold Peirce, 222, Drexel Building, Philadelphia, U.S.A. 

♦iVrthur M. Philips, 15* Wolvertoti Gardens, Hammersmith , W. 
Evacustes, A. Phipson, Windmill Cottage, Hog Hill, Rye. 

S. Perkins Pick, F.RJ.B.A., 2, Salisbury Road, Leicester. 
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*G. T. Pilclier, Trcryn, Frith Hill, Gnditlming, 

H. G. Plimnier, M.R.C.S , 3, Hall Road, N,W. 

Mrs. G. A. Plimpton, So, Oahfield Place, Buffalo, N.Y., U,S.jL 
F. Scarlett Potter, Halford, near Shipston-on-Stouv. 

A. H. Powell, Odhridge Lynch, Stroud, Glos. 

Charles M. Powell, Eastfidd, Caversham, Reading. 

Plerbert A. Powell. J.P., C.C., Piccard's . Rough, St. Catherine's 
Guildford. 

Lawrence Powell, Piccard's Rough, St. Catherine s, Guildford. 

Malcolm C. Powell, Uppercross, Reading. 

Miss Powell, 10, Stanhope Place, Connaught Square, W. 

Miss Theodora Powell, Munsfead Rough, Godalming. 

Littleton C. Powys, Acremon House, Sherborne, Dorset. 

Ambrose M. Poynter, F.B.l.B.k., Bartolome Mitre, Buenos Aires. 
Rev. C. W. Prang-ley. 

Robert G. Pratt. 

Arthur E, Preston, Whitefidd, Abingdon. 

John E. Pritchard, F.S.A., 22, St. John's Road, Clifton, Bristol. 

David Pye, New College, Oxford. 

A, L. Radford, Bovey House, Beer, Devonshire. 

W. Randolph, 8, King Street, Manclicstcv. 

E. J. Ratcliffe, Bawdscy Estate Office, Woodbvidge, Suffolk. 

S. H. Rath ban, 1622, Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, B.C. USA 
W. G. Rawlinson, Hill Lodge, Campden Hill Square, W. 

W. F, Rawnsley, Shamlcy Green, Guildford. 

Mrs. Essex Reade, 27, Eaton Place, S. W. 

M-Iarry Redfern, F.R.I.B.A., 5, Bedford Row, W.C. 


Arthur Reynolds, 2, The Charterhouse, E.C. 

H. Richardson, Siggksthornc, Marlborough. 

*jolin Richmond, 7 , Campden Hill Square, W. 

? ‘SirW. B. Richmond, K.C.B.. R.A,, Beavor Lodge, Hammenmiih. 

Dr. Lloyd Roberts, 23, St. John's Street, Manchester. 

W. Graham Robertson, Wiilcy, S2(rrey. 

Miss Amy G. Robinson, Lyndon Lodge, Louth, Lines. 

Sir J. C. Robinson, F.S.A,, Ncivkm Manor, Sivanage. 

■' *T. M. Rooke. R. W.S., 7, Queen Anne's Gardens, Bedford Park, Chiswick 

I 

i:;. 
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*VV, Rothenstein, ii, Oak Hill Park, Frognul, N,W. 

Charles Rowley, J.P., Handforth, Cheshire, 

F. G. Rucker, 2, Dr. Johnson's Buildings, Inner Temple Lane, E.C 
The Lady Margaret Sackville, Inchmery, Exhury, Soiithampion. 
Edmund Sandars, 33> G^'ey Coat Gardens, Westminster, S. IF. 

Harold Sands, F.S.A.., Berncrsvtede, Carlisle Road, Eastbourne, Sussex 
M. A. Sands, Ehvington Hall, Campden, Glos. 

Mrs. M. A. Sands, Ebrington Hall, Campden, Glos. 

Sir J.E. Sandys, Litt.D., Merton House, Cambridge, 

Frank Sanguinetti, Ealing Dean, IF. 

S. H. Scott, The Yews, Windermei'e. 

J ' , Scull, St. Edmund's, Worsley Road, Hampstead, iV.IF. 

j ' : Miss G. Bernard Shaw, 10. Adclphi Terrace, W.C. 

, Arthur W. Sheard, 44, Christchurch Road, Doncaster. 

I Gilbert Sheldon, High Park, Bideford. 



Miss L. Sheldon, High Park, Bideford. 

William Simmons, 10, John Street, Adelphi, W.C. 

John H. Sldlbeck, 6 , Carlton Hill, S. John's Wood, N.W. 

Miss Slade, Hillcote, Hook Hill, Sanderstead, Surrey, 

Mrs. Sloane, 13, Wclford Road, Leicester. 

J. B. Marsden Smedley, Lea Green, near Matlock. 

Horace Smith, Ivy Bank, Beckenham, Kent. 

Sir H. Lewellyn Smith, K.C.B., Oakfield Lodge, Ashstead. 

Owen Hugh Smith, Langham House, Oakham. 

R. Catterson Smith, 16, Fiederick Road, Edghaskm, Birmingham. 
Miss Caldwell Smith, 33. St.John's Road, Putney, S.W. 

Miss Leigh Smith, Campagne Montfeld, MustapJia Superieur, Algeria. 
Joseph E. Southall, 13, Charlotte Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Robert Spence, 29, Greville Road, N. W. 

Charles Spooner, Eyoi Cottage, Chiswick Mall, W, 

*B. T. Stallybrass, 21, Mount Street, New Brighton, Liverpool. 

Mrs. Starkie, Huntroyde, Padihmn, Lancs. 

Miss C. F. Stevens, Trong, Norton Way, LeteJmorth. 

Miss Sterling, 18, Sheffield Terrace, Kensington. 

J. Ashby Sterry, 8, St. Martin's Place, Trafalgar Square, W.C. 

Mrs. J. J. Stevenson, 4, Porckester Gardens, W. 
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Mrs. Charles Stewart, 3S. Eaton Place, 5 . IF. 

Philip Sidney Stott, Droomliurst, Oldham. 

Mrs. R. Stanley Stroiits, Sino-kton Manor, Great Chayt, Ashford, Kent. 
West Surrey Society (Hon. Secretary. W. F. Rawnsley, Shamley 
Green, Guildford). 

Mrs. James Stuart, 2.i,Grosvenor Rd., S.W and Carrow Abbey, Norwich 
Mrs. G. T. Talbot, Tyn-y-ffynon, Barmouth, N. Wales. 

George W. Taylor, Pichotham Hall, Stvaffham, Norfolk. 

Kev. Henry Taylor, Great Barton Vicarage, Bury St. Edmunds. 

*K, Minton Taylor, Mansfield,'^ Whitehall Road, Harroiv-on-the-Hill. 
*Mrs. Thicknesse, 4, Cambridge Place, Kensington, IF. 

Rev. T. F. Thistleton-Dyer, Bayfield, Holt, Norfolk. 

Mrs. Roby Thorpe, Stowe House, Lichfield. 

Mrs. Charles R. Thursby. 

Mrs. H. Thornhill Timmins, Thornhill, Westfield Road, Edgbaston. 

E. D. Till, The Priory, Eynsford, Kent. 

H. Avary Tipping, F.S.A., Mounton House, Chepstow. 

Denis P. Tollemache, Pratt’s Club, St. James', S. IF. 

Hon. Grace Tollemache, Hanover Court, Hanover Street, IF. 

Walter Tomlinson, Orion, Birchington-on-Sca. 

Professor Tout, Owens College, Manehester ; and 55, Maldcth Road 
Withington, Manchester. 

Miss Townsend, The Close, Salisbury. 

MissTownshend, 39, Kensington Square, IF. 

H. J. Tozer, 12, Chcpstoiv Villas, IF. 

Mrs. H, Tozer, 12, Chcpstoiv Villas, IF. 

G. G. T. Treherne, 26, Brmistvick Gardens, Campden Hill, IF. 

Sir Frederick Treves, Bart., G.C.V.O.. C.B., LL.D., Thatched Bouse 
Lodge, Richmond Park, Kingston-oiiHhames. 

Sir Edward Troup, K.C.B., 44, Grosvenor Road, Westminster, S.W. 

*F, W. Troup, F.R.I.B.A., 14, Gray's Inn Square, IR.C. 

Owen S. Tudor, Friday'^ Hill, Haslemcre, Surrey. 

Rev. G. F. T. Turner, Convcncy Rectory, Ely. 

Thackeray Turner, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 20, Buckingham Street. Adelhhi, 
W.C. (Chairman of Committee.) 

Miss Marjorie Turner, Westbrook, Godaiming. 


M i ss Rii th T urner, Westbrook , Godabmntt. 

Chnstoplmv KyTiiTnor, PaHton Hall, 

John R. Xwisden, 14, Gray's Inn Square, W.C. 

T. Fisher Vnvjin] Oatscroft, Hey sho ft, Midimrst, Sussex. 

Mrs. Fisher Unwin, Oatscroft, Heyshott, Midhurst, Sussex. 

W. B., Urwick, G^'^M Totuer Street, E.C: 

Rev. James Vatcher, The Vicarage, Clare, Suffolk. (Hon. Mem.) 
Rev. Sydney Vatcher, St. Philiffs Vicarage, London Hospital, Stepney 
R, R, Yci.nghB.n, Eton College, Windsor, 

H. J. Venning, F.S.L 5. Bedford Roiv, W.C. 

Allan F. Vigers, Frederick's Place, Old Jenny, E.C. 

Lady Flelen Vincent, Esher Place, Esher. 

Rev. C. Walker, The Vicarage, St. Giles' in the Wood, Torrington, 
Devon, 

Rev. F. G. Walker, 21, St. Andrew's Street, Cambridge. 

*Ei.mery Walker, F.S.A., 7, Hammersmith Terrace, IF. 

F. W. Waller, F.R.I.B.A., 17, College Green, Gloucester. 

Mrs. Waller, 32, Grove End Road, N. IF. 

A. G. Waller, 32, Grove End Road, N.W. 

William C. Ward, 2., Church Terrace, Richmond, Surrey. 

Edward Warren. F.S.A.. F.R.I.B.A., 20, Bedford Square. W.C. 
Alfred Watkins, Vineyard Croft, Hereford. 

Guthrie F. Watson, 7, Hanover Square, IF, 

Mrs. G. F. Watts, Limnerslease, Compton, Surrey. 

James Watts, Abney Hall, Chcadle, Cheshire. 

*PhiIip Webb, Caxtons, Worth, by Craiiley, Sussex. 

Geo. M. Weekley, 2, Garden Court, Temple, E.C. 

* William Weir. Morningside, Station Road, Winchmore Hill, N. 

Lord Gerald Wellesley, Apsley House, Piccadilly, W. 

*A. Randall Wells, 88, Horseferry Road, Westminster, S. IP". 

*R. Douglas Wells, F.R.I.B.A., 171, Queen's Gate, S.IF. 

Denham Westmacot, i, Whitehall Place, S.W, 

*F. A. White, 170, Queen's Gate, S.W. 

Woolmer White, Salle Park, Norfolk. 

Mrs. W. Hale White, The Cottage, Gvoomhrhlge, Kent. 

James Whitfield. Forest Road, Moseley, Birmingham. 


Arthur Wightman, 14, George Street, Sheffield. 
liQnty^lr^^^oxth, Parlie, Bov ey Tracey, S. Devon. 

Chas. F. Wike, Toty/i 

Norman Wilkinson, I , Cfey/c/j 

Mrs. de I^ancey Williams, Wainsford, Lymington, Hants. 

Miss E. L. Wilks, 86, Sloane Street, S.IF. 

James Williams, Coomhe Cottage, Parley Domis, Parley. 
p. Williams, West Woodhay, Newbury. 

Clough Williams-Ellis, Arundel House, Victoria Embankment , W.C. 
G. C. Williamson, Litt.D., H( 92 iS 5 , Well Walk, Hampstead. 

Mrs. Wills, Rotherkill, Stedham, Midhurst. 

Denis M. Wilson, Rivers Lodge, Harpeyiden, Herts. 

^Charles C. Winmill. 

Mrs. Charles C. Winmill. 

Robert C. Witt, 27, Connaught Square, Hyde Park, W. 

Mrs. Gordon Woodliouse. 

Wm. Wright, One Ash, near Loughborough. 

'yiiss Hoxnot Yotke., jgo, Mar ykbone Road, N .W, 

Lady Younghusband, 3, Buckingham Gate, S.PF. 

Count Zorzi, Venice. (Hon. Mem.) 


If any Member finds his or her name incorrectly given, the Secretary 
will be obliged by the error being pointed out to him. 


Obituary. 


The Society regrets the loss by death of the following 
members : — 

Rt. Hon. Lord Avebury, F.R,S. 

Lady Cave. 

Miss Bonham Carter. 

James Gairdner, C.B. . 

Miss Octavia Hill. 

J. H. Hipsley. 

J. R. Holland, 

Alfred Marks. 

Reginald Steward. 

W. Hale White. 


Society for tbc protection of Hncient BuilOings 


When filled this leaf should be torn from the Report and forwarded to the 
Secretary, A. R. Powys, 20, Buckingham Street, Adelphi, W.C. 


Kavics and Addresses of persons who, in viy ojyinion, 'wonld be 
interested to sec a coiry of the Report of the Society, You may mention 
ony name to those marked.* 

Signed - 


NAME (giving Titles, &c.). 




ADDRESS. 


Women ‘3 Printing Society, Ltd. 
Brick Street, Piccadilly. 




Vt>-* 


LYVEDEX NEW EUILDIXCi 



the society for the protection 
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A. R. POWYS, SECRETARY, 
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SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF 
ANCIENT BUILDINGS. 

Offices — 20 , Buckingham Street, Strand, London, W.C. 

■Minimum Annual Subscription, Half-a-Giiinea ; Life 
Members, Ten Guineas, 


[the folt-owing are the principles of the Society for the 
protection of ancient buildings as SET FORTH UPON ITS 
foundation in 1877, and which are here reprinted in 
1914 without alteration.] 

A Society coming before the public with such a name 
as that above written must needs explain how, and why, it 
proposes to protect those ancient buildings which, to most 
people doubtless, seem to have so many and such excellent 
protectors. This, then, is the explanation we offer. 

No doubt within the last hftyyearsanewinterest, almost 
like another sense, has arisen in these ancient monuments of 
art; and they have become the subject of one of the most in- 
teresting of studies, and of an enthusiasm, religious, histori- 
cal, artistic, which is oneof theundoubtedgainsof ourtime; 
yet we think, that if the present treatment of them be con- 
tinued, our descendants will find them useless for study and 
chilling to enthusiasm. We think that those last fifty years 
of knowledge and attention have done more for their des- 
truction than all the foregoing centuries of revolution, vio- 
lence, and contempt. 
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For Architecture, long decaying, died out, as a popular 
art at least, just as the knowledge of mediaeval art was born. 
So that the civilised world of the nineteenth century has no 
style of its own amidst its wide knowledge of the styles of 
other centuries. From this lack and thisgain arose in men’s 
minds the strange idea of the Restoration of ancient build- 
ings; and a strange and most fatal idea, which by its very 
name implies that it is possible to strip from a building this, 
that, and the other part of its history — of its life that is, and 
then to stay the hand at some arbitrary point, and leave it 
still historical, living, and even as it once was. 

In early times this kind of forgery was impossible, be- 
cause knowledge failed the builders, or perhaps because 
instinct held them back. If repairs were needed, if ambi- 
tion or piety pricked on to change, that change was of ne- 
cessity wrought in the unmistakable fashion of the time ; 
achurch of the eleventh century might be added to or altered 
in the twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, 
or even the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries; but every 

change, whateverhistoryitdestroyedjlefthistory in thegap, 
and was alive with the spirit of the deeds done midst its fash- 
ioning. The result of all this was often a building in which 
the many changes, though harsh and visible enough, were 
by their very contrast, interesting and instructive and could 
by no possibility mislead. But those who make the changes 
wrought in our day under the name of Restoration, while 
professing to bring back a building to the best time of its 
history, have no guide but each his own individual whim to 
point out to themwhatisadmirableandwhatcontemptible; 
while the very nature of their task compels themtodestroy 
something and to supply the gap by imagining what the 
earlier buildersshould or mighthavedone. Moreover in the 
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course of this double processof destructionandadclitionthe 
whole surface of the building is necessarily tampered with ; 
so that the appearance of antiquity is taken away fromsuch 
old parts of the fabric as are left, and there is no laying to 
rest ill the spectator the suspicion of what may have been 
lost; and in short, a feeble and lifeless forgery is the final 
result of all the wasted labour. 

It is sad to say, that in this manner most of the bigger 
Minsters, and avastnumberof more humble buildings, both 
in England and on the Continent, have been dealt with by 
men of talent often, and worthy of better employment, but 
deaf to the claims of poetry and history in the highest sense 
of the words. 

For what isleft we pleadbeforeourarchitects themselves, 
before the official guardians of buildings, and before the 
public generally, and we pray them to remember how much 
is gone of the religion, thought and manners of time past, 
never by almost universal consent, to be Restored; and to 
consider whether it be possible to Restore those buildings, 
the living spirit of which, it cannot be too often repeated, 
was an inseparable part of that religion and thought, and 
those past manners. For our part we assure them fearless- 
ly, that of all the Restorations yet undertaken the worst have 
meant the reckless stripping a building of some of its most 
interesting material features ; while the best have their ex- 
act analogy in the Restoration of an old picture, where the 
partly perished work of the ancient craftsmaster has been 
made neat and smooth by the tricky hand of some unoriginal 
and thoughtless hack of to-day. If, for the rest, it be asked 
us to specify what kind of amount of art, style, or other in- 
terest in a building, makes it worth protecting, we answer, 
Anything which can be looked on as artistic, picturesque, 
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historical, antique, or substantial: any work, in short, over 
which educated artistic people would think it worth while 
to argue at all. 

It is for ail these buildings, therefore, of all times and 
styles, that we plead, and call upon those who have to deal 
with them, to put Protection in the place of Restoration, to 
stave off decay by daily care, to prop a perilous wall or mend 
a leaky roof by such means as are obviously meant for sup- 
port or covering, and show no pretence of other art, and 
otherwise to resist all tampering with either the fabric or 
ornament of the building as it stands; if it has become in- 
convenient for its present use, to raise another building 
rather than alter or enlarge the old one in fine to treat our 
ancient buildings as monuments of a byegone art, created 
by byegone manners, that modern art cannot meddle with 
without destroying. 

Thus, and thus only, shall we escape thereproachof our 
learning being turned into a snare to us; thus, and thus only, 
can we protect our ancient buildings, and hand them down 
instructive and venerable to those that come after us. 


* Note. — As the Committee finds this point has been frequently 
misinterpreted^ it decides to add the following note ; October, igi2 : 

Where the population of a parish has increased and thei'e are no 
signs of further increase if the Church has not sufficient accom- 
modation, it must, obviously, be enlarged. On the other hand, 
where there is a steady increase of population, it is a thoroughly 
wasteful and objectionable policy to enlarge the Church. Many 
a Church has been enlarged out of all recognition and still been 
found inadequate, and a new one has had to be built as well. 


THE SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF 
ancient BUILDINGS. 

COMMITTEE: 


W. C. Alexander 
Oliver Baker 

lit Hon. the Earl of Crawford 
and Balcarres, F.S.A. 

A. C. Benson 

Detmar J. Blow, F.R.I.B.A. 
Ernest E. Bowden 
R ev. Stopford a. Brooke 
The Rt. Hon. the Viscount 
Bryce, O.M. 

InCxKam Bywater 
j. CoMYNs Carr 
Sydney C. Cockerell 
Sir Sidney Colvin 
Rt. Hon. Lord Courtney of 
Penwith 
W. De Morgan 
Richardson Evans 
Rt. Hon. Earl Ferrers, F.S.A. 
Cecil M. Firth 
G. Rutter Fletcher, F.S.A. 
W. A. Forsyth, F.R.I.B.A. 
Ernest W. Gimson 
T. F. W. Grant, A.R.LB.A. 
Rev. Canon Greenwell, 
F.R.S., F.S.A. 

Hon. R. C. Grosvenor 
John Hebb, F.R.I.B.A. 


Mrs. Herringham 
J. P. Heseltine 
J. R. Holliday 
George Jack 
George Jeffery, F.S.A. 

Rt. Hon. Wm. Kenrick 

S. Wayland Kershaw, F.S.A. 
Professor W. R. Lethaby, 

F.S.A., F.IU.B.A. 

Miss May Morris 

A. H. Hallam Murray, F.S.A. 

Philip Norman, LL.D., 

F.S.A. 

Basil Oliver, A.R.LB.A. 
Arthur M. Philips 
G. T. Pilcher 
Harry Redfern, F.R.I.B.A. 
John Richmond 
Sir W. B. Richmond, K.C.B., 
R.A. 

T. M. Rooke, R.W,S. 

W. Rothenstein 

C. S. Spooner, F.R.LB.A. 
Basil T. Stallybrass 
R. Minton Taylor 
M rs. Thicknesse 
F. W. Troup, F.R.LB.A. 


7 


Thackeray Turner, F.S.A., 
B'.R.I.B.A. {Chairman of 
Committee) 

Emery Walker, F.S.A. 

Philip Webb 


William Weir 
A. Randall Wells 
R. Douglas Wells, F.RJ.B.A, 
F. A. White 
Charles C. Winmill 


Members of the Society are invited to attend the meetings of the 
Committee as visitors. 


HONORARY SECRETARIES : 

RT. HON. EARL OF CRAWFORD AND BALCARRES, 
F.S.A,, 2, Cavendish Square, W. 

HON. EARL FERRERS, 35, Victoria Road, Kensington W 
G. RUTTER FLETCHER, F.S.A., 22, Causton Rd., Highgate,N’ 
HON. R. C. GROSVENOR, 2, Harcourt Buildings, Temple, E.C. 

HONORARY TREASURER : 

JAMES F. DYSON, 449, Strand, W.C. 


BANKERS: 

LONDON CITY & MIDLAND BANK, Limited, 449, Strand 
W.C. 


SECRETARY: 

A. R. POWYS, 20, Buckingham Street, Strand, W.C. 


Those of the Society’s members who con- 
template making contributions to any work 
of repair, will greatly strengthen the Society’s 
position by making their gifts conditional upon 
the work being done in accordance with the 
Society’s views. 

Information on any case can be obtained 
from the Secretary, who will be pleased to 
forward any contributions members may 
desire to make through the Society, or to 
have information of contributions forwarded 
direct. 



INTRODUCTION. 


T he Committee thinks it necessary first of all to inform 
the members of the Society of its serious financial 
position. It is estimated that at the end of the present year 
there will be adeficit of nearly 00. To meetthis a special 
effort must be made. 

The Committee believes that there is a large number of 
].)ersons who agree with the principles of the Society but 
are not assisting either because they do not realise that its 
work cannot be carried on without considerable expense, or 
because they have never been approached with a view to 
their becoming subscribing members. The Committee 
would urge upon members to do all they can to increase their 
numbers so that a sufficient income may be obtained to 
meet the necessary annual expenditure. 

Another recommendation which the Committee would 
make is that before responding to any public appeal for 
funds towards the repair or restoration of any old building 
members should refer the case to the Committee, and fur- 
ther that they should report to the Committee without delay 
any scheme that may come under their notice for carrying 
out such work whether public or private. The Society aims 
not only at preventing the destruction, injury or so-called 
restoration of ancient buildings, but also at disseminating 
information as the result of its long experience on the most 
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sympathetic as well as economical methods of preservation 
and repair. 

In connection with the aim and work of the Society the 
past year has been a memorable one. The Ancient Monu- 
ments Consolidation and Amendment Act is welcomed by 
the Committee as of great value for the cause which the 
Society has at heart. It is glad that churches in use are not in- 
cluded in the Act, believing as it does that these can best be 
preserved through the energetic use of the existing machin- 
ery in the Church. Itwas with this in viewthat it requested 
the Archbishops of Canterbury and York to recei ve the de- 
putation composed of the following persons : 

His Highness Prince Frederick Duleep Singh, M.V.O., 
F.S.A. 

TheRt. Hon. the Earl ofCrawfordandBalcarres, F.S.A. 

The Right Hon. Earl Ferrers, F.S.A., Hon. Secretary. 

The Right Hon. Earl Curzonof Kedleston, G.C.S.I.,etc. 

Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Bart., F.S.A, 

Sir Hubert Llewellyn Smith, K.C.B. 

Sir Edward W. Brabrook, C.B., F.S.A. 

The Rev. the Master of the Charterhouse. 

Professor W. R. Lethaby, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. 

Mr. Richardson Evans. 

Mr. Philip Norman, LL.D., F.S.A. 

Mr. Giles T. Pilcher. 

Mr. Charles Spooner, F.R.I.B.A. 

Mr. F. W. Troup, F.R.I.B.A. 

Mr. Thackeray Turner, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A. 

Mr. Emery Walker, F.S.A. 

Mr. Fred. A. White. 

and The Secretary. 

This deputation was received by the Archbishops at 
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Lambetli Palace on July 16th, when at the request of the 
Committee The Right Honbie. Sir William Anson was 
also present. 

The deputation was introduced by Lord Curzon of 
Kedleston, who hoped that the Archbishops would be- 
lieve that the Society recognises that thefirst consideration 
with the authorities of the Church must be the practical uses 
for which the churches of the country exist, and that the ar- 
chitectural, archaeological and antiquarian interest attach- 
ing to the fabrics must be subservient thereto. 

The Society entertained no doubt, however, that this 
precedence being established, their Graces would be in full 
accord with the opinion of the deputation that the effects of 
dealing with the repair, the alteration and the enlargement 
of sacred edifices with a zeal not according to knowledge 
were very often deplorable, and not seldom disastrous; and 
thata strongcase exists for regulating the action of the cus- 
todians of such buildings. 

The Archbishop had been furnished with papers setting 
forth instances from the Society’s experience both of the 
evils requiring to be checked and of the advantage that has 
frequently com.efromthefriendly intervention of theSociety 
and its advocacy of the great principle of preservation as 
opposed to that of destruction and re-construction, miscalled 
restoration. 

Lord Crawford and Balcarres disclaimed on be- 
half of the Society as outside its province, the desire to set 
forth in any detail a scheme for remedying the evils com- 
plained of ; but he called attention to the importance of in- 
sisting that where the lawrequires the obtaining of afaculty 
before a given work is undertaken, no evasion of that re- 
quirement should be tolerated. Pie urged that the Chan- 
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cellor of a diocese with whom it lies to grant or to withhold 
a faculty should be fully advised both as to the necessity 
and the nature of each projected work, and should take care 
that, if authorised, its limits be defined and adhered to. 

He suggested for their Graces’ consideration the consti- 
tuting some advisory board, composed of persons specially 
fitted to guide and influence those responsible for thefabrics 
of cathedrals and churches. 

He also emphasised the fact that considerable economy 
would be effected if cautious repair were substituted for 
drastic forms of so-called restoration. 

Lord Ferrers said that he thought that wherever 
possible proposals of repair or alteration should in the first 
instance be submitted to an advisory board of men of taste 
and knowledge, as after a scheme has once taken concrete 
form at the hands of a single architect, such advice — if 
sought — is apt to take the form of criticism rather than of 
friendly suggestion, which is really more effective. 

Replies were made by both the Archbishops, who clearly 
showed that in them the deputation had no unwilling lis- 
teners *, that indeed steps had been already taken by them 
in the direction indicated by the speakers. 

The Archbishop of Canterbury recalled that the 
faults and shortcomings of the past had been more the work 
of experts of the last century than of the clerical and lay 
custodians of the fabrics. 

He stated that the Archbishops were in full accord with 
the deputation in desiring to check destructive methods, 
and that they would co-operate in upholding a wise conser- 
vative treatment provided that the primary objects for 
which churches exist be in no way hindered. They looked 
forward to good results from the enquiries they were insti- 
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luting as a first step towards further action, and they wel- 
comed this opportunity of hearing at first hand the Society’s 
views, an expression which the Archbishop of York 
explained when he spoke by adding his hope that occasions 
of conference, with experts such as the Society represented 
by the deputation, would recur. 

Before withdrawing the deputation thanked the Arch- 
bishops for their courteous reception. 

The Committee regards this event as the most important 
of the past year and believes that nothing but’good can come 
of the efforts being made to protect ancient churches from 
harm. 

The Committee wrote to Monsieur Rodin saying that, 
from his lately published book, they believed him to be in 
sympathy with the Society’s aims ; and that they would 
welcome anything he might be willingtowrite for inclusion 
in the Annual Report. Inreply, thefollowingforcibleletter 
supporting the Society was received ; 

Monsieur le Secretaire, The Society for the Protection 
of Ancient Buildings. 

Monsieur, 

En vousenvoyantl’expressiondematoute grande 

sympathie pour le but que poursuit votre Societe; void, 
puisquevous me les demandez, quelquespenseesacesujet: 

“ Je propose que tout ce qui n’a pas gte restaure, eglises, 
chateaux, fontaines . . . soil I’objet d’un pelerinage. Ou 
est la foule qui devrait 6tre a genoux ici ? Ou sont les Pe- 
lerinsdu Beau? . . . Personnel . . . Ce monument est 
seul, isole, sans admiration. Quelle epoque traverse -t-il ? 
If pari e , , . Pour qui ? 
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“Quel dommage que les fils osent defaire les ceuvres de 
leurs pferes : mais c’est la vie des vivants. Quel abus de la 
force de vivre! 

L architecture du Moyen-Age est au point sans elfort 

Telle la beaute de la femme, cettebeautesanscontractions! 

La courte s’avance retombe, rejoint son point d’arri vee, sans 

heurt. . . . On ignorait combien le gothique menait a la 

grace, combien il en recelent. La Renaissance, son fruit 
tardif, en est sortie tout naturellement.” 

^ M. Rodin. 

le Ire Mai^ 1914. 

To the Secretary of the Society for the Protection of 
Ancient Biiildings, 

Sir, 

^ _ ^"‘^on'^eyingtoyoumyverygreatsympathywith 

the aims of your Society, I add, since you ask me, a few 
reflections on those aims: 

I suggest there should beapilgrimage to the Unrestored 
-churches mansions, fountains. Where are the crowds 
that should be worshipping there? Where arethepikrims 
to the shrine of Beauty? . . . There is none . . .That 

monument IS deserted, solitary, unhonoured. Whatneriod 

does it date from? It has a message . . . For whom? 

Alas that the sons should dare to undothe workof their 
Staht J 1 theirhfe- work to-day. What misspent 

Medimralarchitectureis perfect, with no strainingafter 

perfection Like the beautyof a woman’s form, freeandun- 
constrained the curve springs lightly upwards and falls 

again, reachingitstermination easily and naturally. . 
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Men did notknowthe exquisite grace which the Gothic style 
was to bring, they did not know the grace that lay hidden in 
it. The Renaissance, its late fruit, was itsnatural develop- 

ment.” . 

M. Rodin. 

Isf May, 19U. 


The Committee would be glad to receive any back num- 
bers of the Annual Report for which members have no 
further use. 


At the end of this issue will be found a perforated leaf 
which is inserted for the convenience of members who wish 
the Secretary to send a copy of this report to any of their 
friends. 


NOTES ON CASES. 


The following notes on a few selected cases give general 
indication of the work done since the issue of the last Annual 
Report. Should any member wish for further particulars 
ofanyof thecasesdescribedormentioned in the Report, the 
Secretary will gladly .supply them. 

"Bruton^ Somef'set, The T)ove Cote, 

The Committee is glad to report that if sufficient funds 
can be raised to put into proper repair this interesting 
building, which is so well-known a landmark in the district, 
thepresentowner,SirHenry Hoare,wiii generously give it 
to the National Trust. On the opposite page will be found an 
illustration of the building, from which it will be seen that 
it is well worthy of the effort being made to save it. The 
present condition of the building is such that it is in danger 
of falling. Sir Henry Hoare’s offer is open only until Sep- 
tember, so that subscriptions for its repair, which will cost 
rather less than £ 200 , are urgently needed. The National 
Trust will not take overthe building unless it isfirst repair- 
ed in accordance with the wishes of the Society, hence the 
necessity of appealing for subscriptions from the public, 
which may be sent to Mr. R. Hughes, Bruton, Somerset. 











DOVECOT, BRUTON. SHOWING THE PIGEON HOLES 
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Qallow Hill Farmhouse y Staffs. 

Theworkof repair at this interesting brick and half-tim- 
ber building (described in last year’s report) has now been 
accomplished. The cement coating has been removed, the 
faulty timbers have been made good, the panels refilled with 
“cement concrete covered with lime andsand,and thedefec- 
tive guttering replaced. 

This case may be cited as an example of one of the ways 
in which the Society can be useful. A correspondent wrote 
drawing the attention of the Committee to the delapidated 
condition of the house and spoke of a rumour that it was to 
be pulled down. The Committee approached the owner 
offering to make a report on the building which offer was 
accepted with the above satisfactory result. 

Cbm Churchy Salop. 

An Architect, a member of the Committee, has sent the 
following report of works of repair with which he has been 
entrusted. 

This church hasatwelfth century nave, with a thirteenth 
century aisle on the north. Both the tower and the chan- 
cel appear to have been built in the eleventh century ; the 
south aisle was an addition of late date. The chancel and 
south aisle were taken down when the church was restored 
by Street. A hre in the time of King Charles II. destroyed 
part of the roofs, but the interesting fourteenth century 
roof of the north aisle and the unique baldachino were 
spared. The same fire destroyed the upper part of the tower, 
which was then rebuilt with an immense buttress on the 
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north of which only the stump remains. The present bells 
and bell-cage and the roof of the Herefordshire type, date 
from this time. The sturdy tower thus renewed was left 
alone at the restoration of the church, but its condition has 
forbidden the ringing of the bells and it is now undergoing 
repair. Built of natural -bedded stones in thin courses and 
with a poor quality of mortar settlements must have occur- 
red at an early date, cracking the angles and crushing the 
newelled staircase, which was thereafter walled up and has 
only now been revealed. Weak foundations may have con- 
tributed to this result and the lire may have increased the 
cracks. But of recent years a further trouble has been 
added. The belfry floor was constructed of green timber, 
and carrying not only the bells but the weight of the upper 
roof as well, the beams have sagged in consequence. Sev- 
eral of theendsalso have rotted off in the walls. The means 
taken to remedy the evil were injudicious and have put an 
additional stress on the walls. 

The work now in progress is the renewal of the core of 
the walls with cement concrete, and the bonding of the 
angles, the operation being carriedon fromtheinside so that 
the external face is left untouched. The decayed beam ends 
are to be carried on oak corbels while two new cross beams 
of English oak will support those which are sagging in the 
middle. The bell-cage is to be repaired by an experienced 
firm of bell hangers and the roof above made weathertight. 

Churchy near Qanarvon, 

The work of repair to St, Bruno’s Chapel, mentioned in 
the last report, has now been completed, and in the course 
of operations a notable discovery has been made. Buried 
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under the tloorare the foundations of a miniature buildinn 
which can hardlybeother than the saint’s original oratory 
dating back tothebeginningof the seventh century. When 
the new flagged floor was relaid the line of the old founda- 
tions belowwas markedby black flag-stones so that the plan 
isvisibleataglance. The modern deal roof has been replaced 
with oak, but funds unfortunatelywerenotsufficienttopro- 

vide for anew lead coveringand consequently the slates were 
renewed. The other work recommended has been carried 
out and this year it is hoped to undertake the no less urgent 
repairs to the main church. 


Charney Manor House, Berks. 

A full description of this interesting building rvas given 
in the Society’s Report for 1907. 

The Committee is glad to state that the much needed 
worksof repair to the thirteenth century wing of the house 
which contains the Solar and the Chapel, are being carried 
out at the request of the owner by an Architect who has the 
confidence of the Committee. The whole of the rest of the 
old house was rebuilt during the course of the last century 
andoccupiedasafarmhouse. The old wing has fortunately 
escaped restoration and although it has been in a neglected 
statefor someyearspast the greater part of the original roof 
and floor timbers still exists. 

The work of repair necessitated the strengthening of the 
old stone walls, whichbesides being loose and disintegrated 
were badly cracked in places. 

The outside of the walls has been repointed with lime 
mortar, and where the ground is higher than the floor they 
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have been protected from damp with asplialte and a trench 
filled with dry rubble. The timbers of floor and roof have 
been carefully repaired and strengthened and the latter 
recovered with stonesfield slates and ceiled with plaster 
between the rafters. 

The windows have been repaired and will be glazed with 
crown glass in leaded lights. It has been necessary to ob- 
tain additional light for the main room on the ground floor, 
and for the solar above, by inserting new windows in the 
west wall. 

The modern portion of the house is being altered and re- 
arranged, in conjunction with the old, with a view to the 
house being let. The fine old barns will be utilised as sta- 
bles and outbuildings, and a lawn formed on the site of the 
yard, which they surround. 

Restoration at Chester QathedraL 

An authoritative report with photographs herewith re- 
produced has been received by the Committee, from which 
it has learned that restoration of the type against which it 
strongly protestshasbeen done at this Cathedral. It maybe 
desirable for the benefit of readers who are not members, 
to point out that the Society does not object to repair and that 
this from the first photograph is apparently necessary. It 
is to wholesale renewal of mediaeval work, both carved, 
moulded or plain that it so strongly objects. Such work 
would involve the destruction of the whole of the original 
facing and the proposal shows a complete disregard of the 
increasing scarcity of genuine ancient building. 
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Christ Church "Priory. 

In last year’s annual report notice was given that money 
had been left for the repair of the Lady Chapel at Christ- 
church and some anxiety was expressed for the beautiful 
work in the chuixh. 

Since that date the newspapers have contained discus- 
sionas to how the money should be spent. The official pro- 
posal to approve of which a vestry meeting was called on 
December 19th, last, is best statedby reprinting the agenda 
of that meeting. 

‘‘To approveof anapplicationforaFacultyforthefollow- 
ing purposes : (l) to insert stained glass windows in the 
Lady Chapel, according to designs prepared by Mr. Chris- 
topher W. Whallj-with such modifications as he may ad- 
vise ; (2) for the above purpose to remove the glass now in 
the said window, and also the brick filling in the half win- 
dows on the north and south sides of the chapel ; (3) to 
repair the reredos, and reinstate the altar slab and the stone 
of the altar platform in their original position ; (4) to erect 
an oak screen across the entrance to the Lady Chapel in 
the position of the screen which originally stood there, such 
screen to be similar in style to the ancient screen at the en- 
trance of the Lady Chapel of Winchester Cathedral ; (5) 
to remove the present heating apparatus, and to provide an 
improved system of heating by electricity or otherwise; (6) 
to repair the cenotaph and canopy on the south side of the 
Lady Chapel; (7) to confirm the placing of stained glass 
in the wdndow in the north choir aisle, placed by the Misses 
Holloway, and in a window in the south choir aisle, placed 
by the trustees of the Shute bequest ; (8) to do all works 
incidental to the aforesaid purposes.” 
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The Committee would take this opportunity of express- 
ing its opinion on some of these proposals — 

1. The insertion of stained glass would disturb the quiet 
beauty and sense of age now present in the chapel. The 
Committee appreciates Mr. Whairs glassas being amongst 

the best of the time but it does not think the chapel would 
gain by its introduction within, while from without the 
brilliancy and sparkle reflected by clear lights will be lost 
and in its place some hideous wire or other protections may 
appear. 

3. The reredos is in no need of repair, all that remains 
of it is in perfect condition. The society is opposed to an 
attempt at restoration of the parts which have been des- 
troyed, as contrary to its principles. 

4. If a screen is desired by the parish for purposes of 
Church service it should be built for that purpose only, of 
the best materials in an unobtrusive manner and should on 
no account be a reproduction of any screen of a past period. 

6. Very little repair is necessary for the ‘ West Tomb ’ 
called in the agenda a cenotaph. A report on it has been 
made for a member of the West family by the Committee. 
And it is hoped that it will be adopted and the work done. 

8. The Committee considers this the most dangerous of 
ail the items as it is so little defined and if passed might be 
quoted as excuse for work quite other than is mentioned in 
the agenda. 

By way of general criticism the Committee would add 
that if it is the wish of the parish that the Lady Chapel be 
refitted for use for divine service it sees no reason why this 
should not be done without interfering with its ancient 
beauty and association. 
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The Committee was glad to learn that by a vote of 206 
against 79 the whole question was postponed until October. 
The matter is one of the most serious that have come up 
duringrecent years and it is of importancefor the members 
of this Society to do their best if occasion offers to support 
the above views, 

cAndent Monuments in Cyprus, 

It is with pleasure that the Committee reports the receipt 
of the Annual Account of the excellent work done by the 
Curator of Ancient Monuments in Cyprus during the year 
ending March, 1913. It regrets that there is not space to 
give a full account of this but the photograph of thesuccess- 
ful repairs to the Great Refectory of Bella Raise, Cyprus, 
is reproduced as being one of the most interesting pieces of 
work. The Committee would recommend those interested 
to write to Mr. George Jeffery, F.S.A., Curator of Ancient 
Monuments, Nicosia. 

Butter Walkj TCarimouth, 

It is good to learn that the Town Council of Dartmouth 
has taken steps to prevent the tenant of one of the panelled 
housesof the Butter Walk from selling the panelling. Such 
action on the part of a town authority is much to be com- 
mended. 

Crediton Church Tower and Bells. Devon. 

Reference is made to this church in the annual reportfor 
1887, relating to a scheme of restoration then to be carried 
out. 
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Since that date until this year tlie Society has not had 
this case before it. During this year the Society was con- 
sulted about the rehanging of the bells. In consequence an 
architect visited and reported on the bells and tower, with 
the result that his suggestions have been adopted and the 
work done. 

The Committee regards this case as satisfactory, as by 
its means the old oak bell frame has been retained. The 
Society has studied the question of bell-hanging for many 
years from two points of view, (l) with the hope of finding 
means to retain old oak cages, many of which are beautiful 
pieces of carpentry (2) with a view to the effect of ringing 
bells on the Tower they occupy. It has not found any evi- 
dence to cause it to change the opinions expressed in the 
annual report of 1907, though some modification in the de- 
tails of construction have its entire approval. 

Ellesmere Churchy Salop. 

After careful observation it was found that the active 
movement of the tower (described in last year’s report) was 
confined to the N.E. pier. Examination proved that the 
foundation was composed of rough stones without proper 
mortar, while extensive excavations connected with an old 
heating system were descovered close beside, and extend- 
ing two feet below the bottom. A concrete abutment was 
formed across on the line of the arch and the lower part of 
the basement filled up. The pier was then underpinned in 
cement concrete and the core of the upper portion renew- 
ed in the same materials, the external fissure being bonded 
with tiles. 

The next pier in the chancel, which was sharing in the 


26 



REPORT, 1914 


same movement, was similarly underpinned. The N.E. 
buttress of St. John’s Chapel, \vhich had been demolished 
■ as before described, was rebuilt with the old material. The 

' Roman cement facing was removed from the walls of this 
chapel which were then treated with the ' Siasic ’ process, 
the window tracery being repaired with tiles. The lead 
of the roof was recast and relaid and several of the oak 
timbers repaired. 

There is now in the vicarage garden an interesting fifth- 
teenth century Virgin and Child which must have been re- 
moved from the west door by Sir Gilbert Scott when he de- 
molished the nave ; and the churchyard contains in perfectly 
sound condition the fourteenth century wdndow removed 
bySirJohnPearson from the endof the chancel. It is to be 
hoped both may return to the church, the window to its old 
^ site and the Virgin to some suitably protected position. 

It will be remembered that the adviceof the Society was 
asked for by the Vicar. 

Elmswell Churchy Suffolk. 

In the report of 1911 a description was given of the 
works carried ouc to the chancel and the south aisle. Dur- 
ing the past year the necessary repair and repointing to the 
fabric of the tower has been accomplished, and the Rector 
hopes that beforelong it will be possible toget the bells put 
^ in thorough ringing order. 

Ferry Hinksey Churchy Be?^ks. 

The work of repair to this interesting church has recently 
been undertaken by an Architect in consultation with the 
Committee. 


I 
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The defective wallsof the nave and chancel were repair- 
ed and repointed. A channel of thin stones on edge with 
concrete bed was formed against the church for removal of 
roof and surface water. This is an important feature too 
often omitted. 

The timbers of the nave roof were repaired and no piece 
of the old which was sound, however short, was discarded. 
The roof presents an unusual feature in that its eastern bay 
is not of so steep a pitch as the rest, though apparently of 
the original construction; it is also without principals and 
purlins. 

The covering of Stonesfield slates was relaid on rent 
oak laths. 

The chancel roof which is of elm needed little repair ex- 
cept in the case of the purlins which were found to be of 
deal and were renewed in English oak. 

The leaded glazing of the windows was repaired when 
also means of ventilation was provided. New doors of 
English oak, in the place of others of deal, were hung in the 
entrance doorway and in that between nave and tower. 

The red and blue tiles with which the church had been 
paved were removed and hand-made tiles of good colour 
and texture were substituted. The Committee thinks that 
the quality of the flooring materially helps to make or mar 
the appearance of an old building. 

Hawkshead Churchy Ambleside. 

In case the members of theSocietydidnotnoticeasignof 
the increasing care shown atthepresenttimebysomeof the 
authorities of the Church for their old buildings, the Com- 
mittee wishes to draw attention to the following reprint of a 
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cutting ixomihe Daily Chronicle, November, 1913 . 

“ M.P. Memorial and Ancient Church. 

“On the ground that it meantgrievousinterferencewitb 

the architecture of an ancient church, Chancellor Prescott, 
at the Carlisle Consistory Court, yesterday refused to grant 
afaculty to enlarge the chapel in H awkshead Parish Church, 

Lancs., to make room for a recumbent effigy .costing ;^1 , 50 o' 

in memory of the late Colonel Sandys, M.P.” 

Kingston ‘Russell, Bridport^ Dorset. 

The attention of the Committee was called to the fact that 
alterations were about to be made to this house. It was at 
oncedecided to write to the owner, GeorgeJ.Gribble, Esq., 
and askhis permissionfor a memberof the Society to visit. 
This was generously given . Eventually the Society commu- 
nicated with the Architectincharge,whowas kind enough to 
attend a meeting of theCommitteeand explain his scheme for 
alterations. There isnodoubtthat to make the house habit- 
able certain alterations are necessary, and it is the belief of 
the Society that these will not reduce the interest of the old 
parts of the house if they are carriedout in themanner des- 
cribed by the Architect. 

King's Newnham Church Totoer. 

At the request of the Earl of Dalkeith this building was 
visited and a report dealing with the necessary repair fur- 
nished. The work has been carried out under the supervi- 
sion of an Architect in consultation with the Society on the 
lines of its report. 

The tower and the lower portion of the north wall of the 
nave and chancel are all that remain of the church. 
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The work consisted of the underpinning of the south 
wall of the tower, and the bonding together of the walls 

where cracked owing to settlement. 

Lavenham QuildhalL 

With the very best intentions and at considerable cost, 
this, the most beautiful piece of civil timber architectiu'e 
in Suffolk, has been despoiled of very much of its charm. 
The Committee tried every means in its power to persuade 
the owner and his Architects to see what harm would befall 
the building if their proposals were carried out, but with no 
effect. The accompanying illustrations reproduced by the 
kindness of Country Life show in some sort the sad result. 

Lavenham Market Cross, 

During the past year the Parish Council of Lavenham 
approached the Committee with a request for help in re- 
pairing the Market Cross of that town. In response to. this 
appeal a report was sent which has now been satisfactorily 
followed. 

The Cross appears to belong to the early sixteenth century ; 

a ball terminal was placed on it in the eighteenth century. 

1 he action taken by its Council in this case is a sign that 
Lavenham values the works of art which have been saved 
to it from the past. 

As much of the interest of country towns is derived from 
the lesser of the old remains, it is a pleasure to the Com- 
mittee to help in such cases. 
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Lyveden New 'Building. 

The Committee asks the members of this Society to sup- 
port the effort being made by the National Trust to raise 
money to buy this interesting unfinished building. It was 
begun by Sir Thomas Tresham towards the end of Eliza- 
beth’s reign. On the Frontispiece an illustration of this 
house will be found. 

St. giies\ Odppkgatey London. 

The Society has learned that repairs which include some 
refacing are being done to the tower of this churcb. It 
reports with regret that stone work has been taken out and 
entirely renewed which might have been repaired in posi- 
tion. The masonry of the tower had the appearance oi: medi- 
eval work, which is so rare in the city, some had been pointed 

comparatively recently and may have been previously re- 
paired. 

London Old Houses — 

Nos. 55, 50 Gt. Queen St. 

The Committee learned towards the end of 1913 that 
these houses of the early seventeeth century were threat- 
ened with destruction in order to make way for an extension 
of Freemasons’ Hall. 

The first step taken on hearingthis news wasthe writing 
of a letter to the Daily Mail to which paper the thanks of 
the Society are due, as the letter was immediately followed 
by notices in other papers. 
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After some correspondence with the Freemasons, the 
owners of the houses, it was decided that a formal letter 
should be sent to the Grand Secretary of that body pleading 
for the retention of the houses. In this the Committee was 
fortunate in being able to obtain the co-operation of certain 
notable men and public bodies whose opinions would be 
likely to receive consideration of the owners. 

A copy of this letter follows 

The Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings, 

20, Buckingham Street, Adelphi, London, W.C. 

I'jih Fehniary, 

Sir Edward Letchworth, Grand Secretary, 

Freemason's Hall, Great Queen Street, E.C» 

Nos. 55 AND 56, Great Queen Street, E.C. 

Dear Sir, 

Our attention has been drawn to the proposal to 
pull down these houses, in order to extend the Freemason’s 
Hall on this site. 

We are sending you this letter, trusting you will under- 
stand it is not written with any wish to interfere with your 
rights as the owners, yet we can hardly let the matter pass 
without informing you how seriously we regard the case, 
and this for the following reasons : 

In our opinion and that of the majority of Architects, these 
houses are exceptionally fine examples of the street archi- 
tecture of the middle of the seventeenth century. To-day, 
as you no doubt know, London architecture of this period 
is becoming scarce, and we think that the destruction of 
these fronts may rightly be held to be wasteful of the art of 
this period. 
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We feel that the piesent owners would be conferring a 
great benefit on the London public if they could see their 
way to leave the fronts of these houses as they are. Such 
an act of generosity would be a valuable service to all who 
consider that the beauty and history of London are matters 
of importance. 

F urther, without any overstatement, we believe we may 
say that these houses have had, and are still having, a great 
influence on the designs of street fronts. 

We are aware that some of the brick pilasters have been 
disfigured with cement, and that other alterations, such as 
the insertion of shop fronts, have been made. Regrettable 
as these alterations are, we neverth eless think that the cha- 
racter and significance of these buildings are so great as to 
justify us in approaching you on the subject. 

Finally, we do not lay stress on the connexion these houses 
are said to have had with famous people. 

We are, dear Sir, 

Yours faithfully, 

Signed : John {Acting Chairmanof National 

Trust). 

„ Reginald BLOMFiELD(Presf£fe«!t,i?./.B.A.). 

„ Crawford & Balcarres {Hon. Secretarv 

S.P.A.B.). 

„ CURZON, OF Kedleston {Member, S.P.A.B .) . 

„ Ferrers (bfow. Secretary, S.P.A.B.). 

„ Plymouth. 

The Society has not heard of any reply to this letter up 
to the present time. 

The houses contain some beautiful staircase work con- 
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temporary with their erection, and good panelling of the 
eighteenth century. 

75 i Dean Street^ Soho. 

The attention of the Committee was drawn to the notieeq 
appearing in the Press from time to time in which it w2 
state4 that the owner would be compelled to sell the house 
and that then it would probably make way for a modern 
commercial building, unless it were bought by some public 

or semi-public body as a work of art. 

MembersoftheCommitteevisitedthe'houseandreported 

^lat beyond the fact that it contained interesting wall 
pamtmgs and somegood fireplaces and panelling the house 

h^ no exceptional interest. The Committee thLfore de- 

_ The preservation order issued by the government under 
the new Act is welcome as giving London or the Nation 
the opportunity of buying the house if it wishes. 

The Committee now learns, however, that the bill for thp 
acquisition of the house is not to be proceeded witL 

thcinhabhantsoSirdSSSi^^^^^^^^ 

nactedTi.Mrl';’' “S' “ “>» 

Soc„.y is teki.gsi„;S“l”r ““ 
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St. John's Hospital^ Ludlow, 

Thefollowing report has beeurecdvedbyihe Committee- 
IntakingdownacottageoppositeLudfordEridfie Lpd 

lotj a portion of a fifteenth eentury areh has been resiled 
m the wail ofa cottagebehind. It appearsto betheweSm 
bay of thechurchof St. John's Hospital, Sybich »as thonght 
to have left only its name behind. A professional member 
of tte Socie y tvas called In and has recommended that the 

arch shonld be exposed andth. missing portion compleM 

with band-made tiles, the siirronndlng wal, beingSe 
good with the rubble stone derived from the cottie. I„ 
this j^ywlnle the ancient work will now ag.inbelisible 
It will be clearly distinguished from the modem repair.” 

Lyme Regis Bridge. 

Committee again this year gives an illustration of 
the oW bridge at^Lyme Regis and has added asecondofthe 
new ri ge which takes its place. It is true that behind this 
mock gothic fero concrete front is hidden the original fom- 
teenth century bridge. This is good news as far as it goes 
for someday the new erection may be removed. The Com 
mittee sent a member twice to Lyme Regis in its efforts to 
prevent the old bridge being spoiled. It is disheartening 
that such things continue to be done, and this by public 

bodieswhos/m»i.flead,ratherthan hinder, theapprecltion 
of the remains of ancient architecture. 

LongMelford Church., The Lady Chapei. 

The Society is glad to learn that the wonderful Lady 
Chapelat LongMelfordis about to be repaired. TheArchi- 
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tect who has charge of the work may not carry out all the 
repairs just as the Society would recommend, but there is 
no doubt that the greater partof what istobedone will have 
its whole hearted support. 

Qastle Ruins ^ New ark-on-Trent, 

It is with pleasure that the Committee is able to report 
that the advice it gave at the request of the Town Council 
of Newark-on-Trent on the repairs necessary for the up- 
keep of Newark Castle ruins has been followed. 

Considerable repair has been carried out under the direc- 
tion of the Chairman of the Committee of the Town Coun- 
cil. At the commencement of the repairs more new stone 
than the Society approves of or thinks necessary was in- 
serted in the base of the tower at the north-east angle ; but 
with this exception this work of repair is done in a satisfac- 
tory way. 

Norton Churchy Suffolk. 

The Committee has received the followingreport onthe 
work done at this church by an Architect in consultation with 
it. It is printed verbatim as a typical example of many small 
works which are carried out in a similar manner. The Ar- 
chitect kept a trained assistant constantly on the work who 
acted as agent for the employer in obtaining labour and 
material. This method results in the most satisfactory work 
being done, as not only is the whole supervised in detail but 
there is no possibility of any valuable workbeingdamaged 
or lost which should have been kept. 

''The work of repair to the chancel was commenced on 
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Monday , May 5 th, 19 1 3 , The chief structural work being the 
repair of the south pier of the chancel arch, whose core crush- 
ing under excessive weight and thrust had caused the 
poorly bonded facing stones to buckle towards the arch 
opening. 

All the loose walling was removed and replaced with lime 
concrete, in heights of about four feet at a time; bonds in 
several places extending laterally into the nave arcade, the 
east end of the south aisle, and the south wall of the chancel. 
The south-east angle was also bonded in a similar manner 
having cracked from ground to wall plate. 

The fine fifteenth century roof, which was to a large ex- 
tent responsible for the above settlements, was strength- 
ened by the insertion of an iron tie rod, at the foot of the 
principal rafters, to prevent further thrust. 

The internal plastering of the chancel walls had been 
covered in recent years with a thin layer of modern plaster 
painted a dull drab. This latter was removed and the old 
surface coloured with two coats of slightly tinted lime wash. 

The nave was started on the 18 th of the same month. 

Here the settlements were smaller, but far more numer- 
ous. Practically every windo w, in both north and south 
aisles had cracked through head and sill. Cracks were also 
found in the haunchesof all three arches of the south arcade 
and the westmost of the north, over both north and south 
doors, chancel and tower arches, and in various other parts 
of the wall surfaces. 

All the original seatings of the nave had been removed 
and deal box pews fixedin their stead upon the old oak floor. 

These latter were replaced by the present simpleEnglish 
oak seats fixed to a new floor of the same material laid solid 
upon a six inch bed of concrete, and fixed to inset coke- 
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breeze joists. The old oak floor boarding- being relaid simi- 
larly, in the side aisles where some fine old poppy-headed 
pews still remained, though in a bad state of repair. 

By carefully collecting and repairing various other frag- 
ments of the original seats, which had been reused with 
the deal box pews, an extra seat in each aisle was obtained 
bringing the number up to the original complement of seven 
seats a side. 

1 he original wall bench ends being missing a rail was 
fixed to receive the seat backs. 

The old oak floor in the nave had apparently been relaid 
and some of the original curb, on which the bench-ends 
stood, used up as joists and thus been unintentionally pre- 
served. 

This was reusedunder the benches in the aisles, the mor- 
tises therein giving the original spacing of the seats which 
was considerably more liberal than that of the subsequent 
arrangement. 

A silver coin dating from the second issue of Henry II. 
now, in the possession of the Rector, and two memorial 
stones with inset brass inscriptions probably about the 
same date, were also found beneath the nave fioor. 

1 he two latter are now set in the south pier of the chan- 
cel arch within a few feet of their point of discovery. 

The roofs of the nave and vestry were strengthened, the 
former by the insertion of iron tie rods. The plaster on the 
wall was made good where necessary and coloured with 
two coats of tinted lime wash, and finally all defects in the 
paving were repaired. 

The efficient lighting and warming of the building are 
being considered and it is hoped that they will be under- 
taken immediately.” ■ . . 
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Oakie:^ Churchy Bedforashire. 

The Committee regrets to report that the nave of this 
church has undergone a process of restoration which could 
hardly have killed more thoroughly the charm and interests 
due to the age and character of the building. This has been 
done without a Faculty. 

The chancel, a building dating from the thirteenth cen- 
tury, is threatened with entire rebuilding. Y et at quite small 
cost and with little repair it can be made perfectly sound ; 
indeed if left in its present state its condition would not 
alarm even those who appreciate its great value. 

Members who live in the district are asked to use their 
influence to save this relic of the past, for the use of the 
Church and for the pleasure of mankind. 

St. Mary's Churchy Orston^ Notts. 

In November, 1912, the Committee approved a report 
on this Church and repair has been done on the lines sug- 

gested. 

This work is confined to the nave and the north aisle* 
The chancel, south aisle and porch having been rebuilt 
within recent years. The tower which is on a small scale 
compared with the rest of the building, seems to have been 
rebuilt in the eighteenth century. 

The nave dates from the end of the twelfth century, and 
the aisle about a century later. Thenave arcades have three 
round headed arches, those on the south with a double splay 
being in contrast to the richly moulded arches of the north 
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arcade. The roof, probably dating from the end of the six- ! 
teenth century, is of oak, with massive principals, and is 
covered with cast lead. ] 

The aisle retains interesting three-light windows of late 
thirteenth century. The roof is of oak covered with cast ^ 
lead, and cannot be much laterthan the endof the thirteenth F 
century. A portion of the timber work is of exceptional " 
interest. ' 

Both the arcades of the nave and the clerestory walls lean 
towards the south. Thewallof the south clerestory is bulged 
so badly that the masonry of the three windows and the 
parapet were evidently removed and the openings built up 
for strength. 

During the repair the wails of the nave have been 
strengthened and the windows opened out and plain mul- 
lions and lintels inserted in place of those missing. Fortu- ^ 
nately the masonry of the battlemented parapet was stored I 
on the aisle roof, and it has been reinstated in its position. ' 
Thereof timbers have been carefully repaired and where ; 
necessary strengthened with English oak and the old lead 
recast on the site and refixed. 

The exterior facing of both walls of the clerestory was so 
perished as to render its retention impossible. The stone, 
which was lias limestone, had shattered into small pieces 
and nothing short of refacing was possible under the cir- 
cumstances. Thin courses of Ancaster rag-stone, axe faced, 
have been used for the work. 

The wails of the north aisle were in a serious condition. 

The thrust of the ‘‘ lean to ’’ roof had pushed the side wall 
outwards. The movement had evidently been assisted by 
the settlement of the foundation. The weight of the roof 
was bearing on the outer half of the wall, and had split it 

40 


REPORT, 1914 


away from the inner half for several feet downwards. At 
the middle of the aisle the wall was overhanging eight 
inches in its height of fifteen feet; and at the western end a 
portion of the parapet had fallen down. In repairing the 
wall it was necessary to remove the parapet, which was a 
modern addition, and r ebui Id the worst portions of the bulged 
facing. The loose walling on the top of the inner half of 
the wall has been removed and a reinforcement of cement 
concrete inserted along the full length of the wall and re- 
turned into the end walls. 

The stonework of the windows at the east and west ends 
was so badly displaced that the tracery had to be taken 
out, afterwards the fragments were pieced together and 
finally the whole was reset. The westmost window in the 
north wall was repaired in position, and the iron stanchion 
bars were taken out, fitted with copper ends and refixed. 
The mullions and a portion of the tracery in the head of the 
eastmost window in the north wall were missing. These 
have been renewed in stone. 

The exterior surface of the walls although decayed has 
many years of life yet. It was therefore repaired and re- 
pointed with lime mortar finished flush with the general 
surface. 

On the removal of the modern parapet the original cop- 
ing to the top of the wall was exposed to view, disclosing 
some interesting features. 

The roof timbers were repaired in position and the lead 
recast and refixed. In order to prevent the rafters from 
thrusting against the north aisle wall the top ends have been 
secured with bolts through the clerestory wall. 

The western bay of both the arcades had spread and 
thrust the west wail outwards. Matters had been made 
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Worse by afluefromtheheatingchamberformedinthenorth 

abutment. These arches have been repaired and thoroughly 
grouted, the modernflue has been builtupand theabutment 
made solid. Anew iron flue pipe from the heating chamber 
has been provided and carried through the roof of the aisle 
hear the south angle. 

The leaded glazing of the windows has been repaired and 
releaded where necessary and additional casements pro- 
vided for ventilation. 

It is satisfactory to report that the interior plaster has 
not been removed but was repaired and treated %vith two 
coats of limewash toned with colour. During the work a 
wall painting was uncovered over the chancel arch, but 
unfortunately it is in poor condition. 

The roof of the tower has also been repaired and the lead 
recast and relaid on deal boarding’. 

Oswestry Church, Salop. 

Here the tower is the only mediaeval pieceof work. The 
church was restored by Street and only portions of the old 
walls remain. The massive western tower is late twelfth to 
thirteenth century in date. What damage befell it before the 
civil wars is notrecorded,but weare informed thatthe Roy- 
alist general removed the top of the steeple, and later when 
the Royalist f orces took refuge in the stump the Parliament- 
ary general dislodged them “ withapowder.” Great holes 
were blown out of the north and south walls. The upper 
portion was rebuilt during the Commonwealth, but the new- 
work was allowed to assumethe shapeofawedge abovethe 
imbondedcracks, the evil effect of which was increased by 
the growth of ivy andother vegetation. Further movement 
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in theold basestories has fractured the new workat thetop 
of the tower and caused several of thevoussoirs of the bel- 
fry windows to slipoutof position. The pinnacles are loose 
and many of the balusters have split owing to the rusting of 
their iron dowels. 

The most dangerous portion of the structure has been re- 
paired during the past summer. It was in the first place 
essential to eradicate the ivy. The belfry voussoirs were re- 
placedand thelooser portions of the facing withdrawnover 
small areas at'a time and then retied by dovetailed blocks of 
reinforced concrete from the bed of the face stones to the 
coreof the wall. Theworkisto be continued during the pre- 
sent year and the rebonding of the cracks effected by con- 
crete and tile bonding courses inserted from the inside. 

Shipton Hall^ Salop, 

The Rev. Thomas Bishop, the owner of this beautiful 
house illustrated opposite, wrote to the Committee to ask 
if it would advise him as to its repair. In the year 1896 the 
Committee had offered to draw up a report on the condition 
of the building without charge. At the cost of the Society 
an Architect visited thehouse and a report was made by the 
Committee to the owner. It isgratifyingto learn that he re- 
cognises that special treatment is due to the house on account 
of its age and quite exceptional grace and that he hopes to 
carry out the recommendations made by the Society as 
opportunity occurs. A full description and illustration of 
the house appeared in Country Life of March 19th, 1910, 

B eside the house stands a dovecote, probably bui It toward 
the end of the sixteenth century. This is rapidly decaying; 
indeed_the roof has already partly fallen in. It still contains 
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a revolving ladder delightfully constructed of oak now in 
very dilapidated condition. It is the hope of the Committee 
that this building will be repaired before it is too late. 

The Committee wishes to draw attention to this case as 
an instance of how it may be of use to the owners of fine 
ancient buildings by advising them how best they should 
be cared for. At the same time it must be distinctly under- 
stood that by so doing the Society does not take the place 
of an Architect, but rather is an advisory body with whom 
he and the owner may consult. 

Terrington Church Tower ^ Torkshire. 

An Architect, a member of the Society, reported that he 
was about to repair this tower. He visited the building 
with a member of the Committee. Their report was con- 
sidered and approved and the work is to be carried out. 

It is in cases like this that the Society can beof use. The 
discussion of difficult questions, which always arise in con- 
nection with repairs toancient buildings, by men who have 
been experienced in the work isacertainway of eliminating 
the possibility of mistakes being made which occasionally 
happen by adopting the opinion of any one man however 
eminent he may be. 

Ulcomhe Church Tower^ Kjnt. 

It is with pleasure that the Committee is able to report 
that the new bell frame in the church tower has been con- 
structed of oak on oak beams in the manner suggested by 
the Committee as being that which is least likely to be a 
cause of damage to the tower. 
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Urhhay Chapel, Herefordshire. 


-This interesting chapel stands below the motta of 
Urishay Castle and seems to have been built in either the 
eleventh or twelfth century, but the complete absence of 
moulded stonework (except in the inserted east window) 
makes the dating difficult. It is clear however, from the 
oint in the" middle of the nave wallsand the differing char- 
acter of the rubble work that it was built in two portions. 
Externally the building is an unbroken oblong, but inter- 
nally the nave is separated from the chancel by a massive 
wall with a square headed opening, spanned by oak beams. 
Only the back portion is carried up into the gable as a thin 
wall the front portion forming a Rood loft. Below on 
each side a stone altar faces the nave, two stone seats oc- 
cupying corresponding positions in the chancel. At the 
east end a lancet window has taken the place of the two 
primitive little lights; the original stone altar still stands 
below. There have been two small windows in the south 
side of the chancel, and one on either side of the nave ; one 
of these, from having been blocked up, still retains its first 

form. The two square headed openings m the west wall 
appear to be of later date. 

the door in the north wall of tl 

headedbutnotrecessed. Thechapelhasfortunately escaped 

restoration, but in latter days the building has been put to 
«B,»rlhy BSe, a,d the toot has been allowed to fall 
into decay. It will be necessary to repair many of the oak 
rafters in the nave and to relay the stone tiles on new 

ato The chancel roof is modern and of the roughest 

character and a new roof of English oak.plamin character 
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but generous in proportion should be substituted. The 
west wall leans considerably and may require underpinning . 
Everywhere the walls need repointing. The floors are dry 
but the old flagging has been so badly treated that it will 
have to be relaid. ' , 


W ikefield ‘Bridge, and the Chantry thereon. 

It has become imperative that more room for trafiic 
over the river be provided, and a proposal has been made in 
order to meet this need, viz. to widen the roadway by pull-: 
ing down the Chantry chapel and the whole of that side of 
the bridge in order to rebuild it further east. The Commit- 
tee, among other societies, was appealed toby the City Cor- 
poration for its advice in the matter. A. member was sent 
down from London to examine the scheme and from his 
report illustrated by the photograph here reproduced a 
scheme was drawn up showing how the medieval parts 
of the bridge could be preserved. 

It isthehope of the Committee that members and friends 
of the Society in the neighbourhood will use all their influ- 
ence to obtain the adoption of this scheme or of some other 
by which the Chantry and the old side of the bridge will be 
preserved. The Secretary will beglad to give details of the 
proposals to any who care to ask for them. 

The bridge has every appearance of dating from the 
fourteenth century, and the Chantry, although unhappily 
the part above the pavement has been ** restored,” still re- 
tains the really beautiful base on which it was built. 
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West Walton Churchy Norfolk, 

A description of the work of repair to the nave, roof and 
walls of West Walton Church appeared in the report of the 
Society for 1908. 

It is with pleasure that the Committee is now able to 
report that the Rector has completed the work then recom- 
mended ; for he has repaired the south aisle which had been 
left till this year. No description of this is given here as the 
methods adopted in the repair of the nave have been again 
employed. 

Worfield Churchy Salop, 

The Committee has learned with pleasure that the re- 
pair of this church has been carried out in a satisfactory 
manner. 




AN ACCOUNT OF THE GENERAL 
MEETING, 1914. 


The General Meeting of the Society was held in the 
Meeting Room of the Society of Antiquaries on Friday, 
June 19th, when Mr. A. C. Benson, President of Magdalene 
College, Cambridge, read the paper printed below. 

Lord Ferrers, who took the Chair, opened the meeting by 
referring to the Annual Report. He said he thought it too 
long to read then andhoped those present would read it later 
and learn from it something of the Society's work in detail. 
Many knew very little about the work of the Society, the 
general public thought of the Society as a body that writes 
indignant letters to the public press. Sometimes letters 
had to be written to the press, but it was always a matter 
of regret when this was so; for it is unpleasant to criticise. 
The Society prefers to make suggestions in private, if 
possible at an early stage before a proposal crystallises. 
Publiccriticisni was a last resort and formed a very small 
part of the Society’s work. The bulk of the work was of a 
very different nature. The main heavy work of the Society 
was reporting on old buildings and giving advice as to how 
they should be treated. That had not always been the case. 
Thirty-seven years ago this Society was very much in 
opposition, then, if hemightbe allowed toexaggerate, every- 
one preferred a brand-new Gothic building to a genuine old 
building, while now everyone prefers an old building to a 
new, at least in theory. Between theoretical preference 
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for old buildings and their successful preservation in prac- 
tice there is many a slip. Excellent intentions often ended 
in bad results — nothing left, not an atom of interest, not a 
breath of the old charm of the building. To touch an old 
building without destroying its charm was infinitely diffi- 
cult. It needs careful thought, careful supervision and a 
long experience. It was these threethings, thought, experi- 
ence and advice as to supervision, which this Society offers 
week by week. Anyone might write to the Society and get 
for almost nothing the best possible advice. It is this that 
makes all the difference. Without some such advice an old 
building is sure to suffer and, in all probability, it would be 
thoroughly modernised. Providing this practical advice to 
people who really want to preserve old buildings is a great 
work. 

It was done mainly by volunteers but the Committee 
could not help having office expenses. These came to 
/"SGO a year. The saving 'of damage to one old building 
was worth that and often worth that over and over again. 
But that money was not being subscribed. The Committee 
asked for help in this work. It was perfectly ridiculous that 
this excellent work should be dropped or damaged for such 
a sum. Cheques were wanted to wipe off the deficit and at 
least a hundred new subscribers were wanted. To have 
eyes to see old buildings and really enjoy them was a privi- 
lege andwithall privileges there was responsibility. Those 
who were present must have felt intense pleasure in old 
buildings and would, he knew, do all they could tokeep un- 
impaired that source of delight, for othersand for posterity. 

Pie suggested that the report should be taken as read. 

Miss May Morris, who moved the adoption of the report,, 
said that she would like to draw attention rather especially 
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to one feature of it, the fine photographs. They were all 
interesting and some were distressing — the unrestored and 
the restored. She mentioned particularly the Bridge at 
Lyme Regis. 

This motion was seconded by Dr. Philip Norman, who 
drew attention to the change of public feeling in regard to 
old buildings during the last thirty years. He said that if 
everyone who was interested would subscribe to the funds 
of the Society it would be substantially more useful. 

Mr. Benson then read the following paper : 

The Beauty of Age. 

1 . 

I am going to-day to attempt to say a few words about the 
beauty of ancient buildings, what it consists in, how ^ve are 
to recognise it, how we are to preserve it, and why we.must 
try to recognise and preserve it. 

There is an interesting sentence in a letter of Ruskin’s, 
which I will begin by reading to you. H e is speaking of the 
power which ancient things have over us, to touch our sense 
of what is notable and beautiful . H e calls this ‘ Association ’ ; 
but before he turns to that, he speaks of thebeautyof design, 
which he says must be put firmly in the forefront of our 
admiration. 

All this while,” he writes, “ I am not denying the power 
— the great power, of Association .... we must keep in 
mind, however, that there are two kinds of Association, one 
constant, the other accidental. I consider that the constant 
Association is wrongly called Association, and should 
always be spoken of as Expression, which is a totally differ- 
ent thing .... Association means the arbitrary and acci- 
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dental conneetion of ideas. It is twenty times more powerf ul 
than Beauty— but it is not Beauty.” 

That is a very characteristic dictum of Ruskin’s, and 
contains a good point, rather cumbrously stated. It is cum- 
brous, because it is in his earlier platform manner, rhetori- 
cally emphasised, and with a false eighteenth-century air 
of logic about it. He would have said the same thing later 
in life much more convincingly, because he would have just 
hinted at it and passed on, leaving it to gleam out, as a far- 
off sunlit window glitters in a haze-hung plain seen on a 
summer’s day from a high upland. 

The point, simply stated, is this — that an old and beauti- 
ful thing has two quite distinct kinds of beauty, though it is 
not always easy to say where one begins and the other ends. 
It has original design and conception, which'Ruskin rightly 
says ought to be called expression, and which is, technically 
speaking, the classical quality in beauty ; it has also the 
beauty of association, a varied and slowly acquired thing? 
which gradually draws into itself all sorts of interests and 
delights, deposited, as Pater says, cell upon cell ; and this 
beauty of association is definitely a romantic beauty, not a 
question of form and proportion, but a power of evolving A 
sort of spiritual music, in which themes and motifs outline 
themselves for an instant and disappear again. 

Let me say, to make all distinct, that I am using the 
words classical and romantic in their primal senses; I do 
not mean by classical that which is opposed to Gothic, nor 
do I mean by romantic that which is opposed to fact; but I 
rather mean by classical, a preoccupation with form and 
subordination of effects and the suppression of accessories; 
and by romantic, the side of beauty which is concerned with 
memory and tradition, and subsidiary issues, 
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You will observe that Ruskin says that the romantic 
element of Association is twenty times more powerful, that 
is, in the majority of minds, but that it is not beauty, 
properly so called. Beauty is an artistic quality, and the 
appreciation of it in its high and austere perfection is con- 
fined to comparatively few minds. But I do not intend to 
speak much of this to-day. What I propose to speak of to- 
day is the power of Association; and though in one sense it 
cannot be called beauty pure and simple, yet it is a very 
real and true sort of beauty, though a complicated one, in 
the sense that it appeals to the spirit with a subtle and deli- 
cate sort of charm, and awakens all sorts of remote and 
musical echoes in the soul, like the music which lingers 
round vaulted roofs, when the organ utters the last huge 
chords of the high-piled symphony, and sinks into an awe- 
struck silence. 

But the main difference is this, that, the beauty of Ex- 
pression of which Ruskin speaks is a thing in itself, as 
distinct as Higher Mathematics; an absolute quality, de- 
pending upon some hidden psychological law, which tells 
even theuntrained mind what is in due proportion and what 
is not— -while the beauty of Association is a subjective 
thing, contributed to a great degree by the spirit of the indi- 
vidual man who perceives it. The more highly stored that 
the mind behind the eye is, the more rich its memories, the 
more deftly and swiftly that it summons up and applies its 
garnered impressions, the more that it knows and feels, the 
more fertile and accessible its sympathies are, by so much 
the more appealing does the romantic force of Association 


1914. ADDRESS 


become. Dean Stanley, who in later life parted with the 
sense of taste and smell, found music a more or less dis- 
tracting noise, and lost his pleasure in natural scenery — it’s 
a somewhat desolating picture — would still, his biographer 
says, go twenty miles to see a fewgrey stones in a field, which 
had once formed part of a historical building, because they 
could evoke by a species of symbol a memory of great per- 
sons and lofty actions. That is a good instance of what I 
mean, of Association limited to one channel but running 
vehemently there. 

The sort of picture that rises in my mind to illustrate the 
force of Association is this. Many years ago, on a clear morn- 
ing of sun and wind, a companion of mine and myself, leav- 
ing the Appian Way, waded through the high grass of the 
Campagna, where the nesting larks rose at our feet upon 
the wing, to visit an ancient brickwork tomb, a stone’s cast 
from the road. I can see it now, as when we stood before it. 
It had been a square pile of strict design, and some trace of 
column and pediment emerged in the ruinous surfaces, 
just touching the sense of underlying form; but it was so 
old and shapeless that it looked almost as if it had melted 
and guttered like a candle in the fierce sun. The snap- 
dragon and the red valerian sprouted on the ledges, and the 
top was tufted with self-wafted grass. It had neither name 
nor record; the memorial slabs had long been plucked from 
the walls to repose in some museum, and of what sincere 
grief or patrician pride it was the relic was alike unknown. 
But it roused a host of haunting thoughts, the secrets of 
death and life, the sad vicissitude of things, as it stood there 
against the blue of the sky, with the carolling larks over- 
head, and the dim hills faintly seen over the endless turf of 
the rolling plain. 
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I '/ 

We are at the present day in a curious art-epoch. It is 
' the custom to speak of modern art as a sort of vague and 

weltering flood, shallow, restless and decadent, without 
fixed channels or guiding principles. I do not myself believe 
that this is either a true or a sincere description. I believe 
that there is an immensely vital influence at work, tumult- 
uous, irresponsible, anarchical if you will, but full of eager 
i experiment, I believe that we are rather caught among an 

I infinity of currents, and that we are feeling our way to a 

I very definite sort of tradition ; it is true to say that the last 

century was literally submerged in romanticism, arebellion 
against the arid classicalism of the eighteenth century. I 
intendto-day toconfinemyself more or lessclosely totheart 
I i of architecture ; and here we have the Gothic revival, origi- 

nating with Gray and Horace! W alpole, nurtured by Walter 
I •; Scott,and taking shape in the almost painf ully ardent work 

I of men like Essex and Wyatt in architecture, like Peckitt 

■ M and Willement in glass. Then came Ruskin, with William 

! Morris and Burne Jones hard on his heels, and the cult of the 

1 blessed fourteenth century. Then there came a reaction; 

I and since the eighties there has arisenasortof return to Re- 

I naissance forms, and a tendency to combine Classical and 

Gothic strains. I will not attempt to make a list of our 
modern workers ; but the weakness of it all has been this, 
that though there is an infinite sympathy with almost every 
form of ancient as well as of post- Restoration art, and an 
almost greedy appropriation and combination of forms and 
sty]es,yetartseemsatpresentmainly imitative, a pot-pourri, 
I as they say, of themes and motives. Indeed appreciation 

I has out-run invention ; and though in domestic architecture 
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there isaclearly discernible tendency, in the work, let ussay 
to take a single intance, of Mr. Lutyens, towards a clearly- 
defined and original impulse, yet at the same time taste is so 
widely diffused, taste, not of a high order but a melancholy 
blendof stubbornness and submissiveness, that the general 
result is still an artistic anarchy, which seems now to be 
waiting for a strong and unmistakable lead. That is a very 
curt and incomplete summary of the movement of the cen- 
tury ; but the net result is that it is difficult at present to see 
the wood for the trees. 

4 

I have lately been spending a fortnight in the Cotswold 
country, which I first discovered by accident on a bicycle 
tour thirty years ago. My first find was Burford, that 
astonishing little town, with its Gothic, Tudor, Jacobean, 
Renaissance and Classical houses, all more or less local 
products, I suppose, but distinguished at every date by an 
infallible touch of style, and all built out of that creamy 
orange oolite which cuts so easily and so sharply, and 
weathers so finely and with such diversity of colour. The 
interest of that little town is that it shows a strong tendency 
at every date to try experiments. It is dominated by no 
traditions. When I first saw it, the great manor-house 
behind the pillared gates was ruinous, and there was an 
almost riotously Cinque Cento chapelattachedtothehouse, 
out of the rose- window of which the ivy sprawled, disjointing 
the stones. I wrote an article about Burford— the first 
article of mine which ever appeared in a London rnagazine 

-and got into sad trouble withanqlderfriend who hadkept 

andguarded the secret of Burford for years. Ata later date 

55 


THE HEAUTY OE AGE 


I found out Broadway and Chipping Campden — the lattef 
being I believethemostinterestingandbeautiful little town 
in England; I saw Stan way, with its Inigo Jones gatehouse, 
and many of those fine secluded manor-houses, among bare 
stone-built hamlets, in the longcold valleys, with their spare 
faintly tinted turf slopes, and the clear cressy streams 
sparkling by low bridges and weathered garden-walks. 

But it is humiliating, in a sense, to think that I was only 
exemplifying a tendency, and that others were discovering 
the Cotswolds too. In those days there was just a hint, in 
a little village mansion or a mullioned cottage gracefully 
adapted, that artistic people were setting up house there 
quietly, in panelled stone-floored rooms, and liking the 
touches of grace and style that met the eye at every turn. 

But now the Cotswolds are discovered, as they say, with 
a vengeance. There is a secluded combe, which I found 
some fifteen years ago, on a warm soft spring morning ; 
up the steep road I went, into the green folds of the little 
valley, and the high hanging woods winding steeply into 
the hilL There was a church, with a sombre manor-house 
close by, a mere homestead evidently, with all the pleasant 
litter of byreand poultry-yard close about the house, which 
held up its gables and chimneys over a plum-orchard. Close 
besidethis wasan old fifteenth-century Rectory half buried 
in laurels. It looked as if time had gone to sleep there ; 
and the Spring scents in the air, the songs of birds break- 
ing from the thickets, the un -self conscious homely life of 
the place, as we wound up higher and higher, till we looked 
down on the grey roofs and chimney -tops far below, fixed 
it in my mind as a type of the perfectly beautiful places of 
the earth, with its own dumb appropriate life proceeding 
unregarded and undisturbed. How often have I in sleep- 
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less hours moved in thoughtuptlieroadamongtheorcliards, 

and on into the folds of the hill ! 

But what did I find there a month or two ago? A rich 
man, of exuberant taste no doubt, has discovered it too ; 
through the pi um-orchard aneat road winds, embanked with 
shrubs. The litter of the farm is cleared away, and a new 
■wing of excellent design has thrown the oldfront out of pro- 
portion, while the whole hillside about the house isterraced 
into gardens and planted with yew-hedges. Thehamletbe- 
hind is one almighty mess. There is an excellent new circu- 
lar well-house, and some sympathetically designed stables ; 

but there arealsokennelsandmotor-houses,andgreat barns 

of corrugated iron. N umbers of old cherry-trees havebeen 
cleared away ; and what is worse than all, an ineffable shab- 
biness, a sense of disgrace seems to have fallen upon the old 
cottages which still lurk among theraggedandmud-stained 
slopes. 

Now I do not want to be sentimental over this ! I do not 
object to people desiring to live in beautiful places ; and if I 
were rich enough, it is just what I should like to have done, 
though I hope I would have treated the hamlet more ten- 
derly. Moreover I have no kind of doubt that in a hundred 
years the place willbe fullyas beautiful again. But it seems 
to me curious that if one is attracted to such a spot by its 
unique charm of seclusion and homeliness, one should not 
wish just to slip unobserved into the life of the place, and 
try to fall in with the secret of its peace. N o doubt when the 
old manor and rectory and church were first built, an inroad 
must have been made intoararekindof sylvan tranquillity ; 
yet one cannot but feel too that the contrivers of those fine 
little buildings must have had a strong sense of something 
beautiful at which they were aiming; but I also feel that it 
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was a simpler sort of instinct then — and that art just came 
in to decorate life; but for a rich manufacturer to plant 
himself there seems to me an exotic sort of luxury; and 
though I am sure that an instinct for beauty entered into 
his choice, yet the wayin which the place has been treated 
makes me fear that the charm of the whole has not been 
even dimly perceived and grasped. Indeed it seems to me 
as if some sad domestic diplomacy must have dictated the 
design. A wife, perhaps, taking a fancy to the spot, and a 
husband, grumbling, but ready to compromise, aslong as he 
was allowed his glass-topped motor-wash and his corru- 
gated iron barns. It makes one understand, at all events 
the frame of mind of William Morris, when he said that 
this particular kind of self-conscious epicureanism which 
trades under the sacred name of art, must be utterly swept 
away before any authentic art can begin. The difference 
lies to a great extent, I think, in this. That the first builders 


settled there because they meant to live there, while the 
later owner treats it as a comfortable house forthe summer, 
as long as it is filled with pleasant guests, and because it 
iswhathewould call within reach, which only means that it 
is easy to get away from. It is not in fact a home, but a 
house of recreation ; and that is what strikes one about the 
whole, that the last thing which it means to the owner is 
striking silent root, and growing to love, half- unconsciously 
and not at all artistically, the'curveof the upland over which 
in winter the sun hardly looks, the steep sloping of the high 
wood, the clustering orchards— all the things which seen 
habitually at all hours and in all moods become so unutter- 
ably and inexpressibly dear as the background of life. 

But itrathermeansafewmonthsof chatter andentertain- 
ment, of picnics and motor-rides, a spot which one does not 
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SO much love, as feel proud that one’s friends admireit.and 

envy one’s taste and wealth. 

It is this sticking of art into life, as one would stick a 
flower into a buttonhole, which is so truly dreary. Art is not 
worth anything at all if it is used so; it must mingle with 
life, not be smeared over the gaps of it— and though I am 
not so faint-hearted or so foolish as to think that modern taste 
means decadence and effeminacy ; yet I think it means a 
total misunderstanding of what art is; a belief that one can 
learn it and acquire it and purchase it, when it is in reality 
agreatandsilentthing, which must permeate the whole of 
life, and not be fitfully played with for ease and distraction 

5 

But the saddest thing about these beautiful Cotswold 
villages is the condition of the Churches. It is almost im- 
possible to find an unrestored Church ; and it is also nearly 
impossible to find a Church which has not been restored out 
of all interest and beauty. It is hardly perhaps fair to say 

that; for the fine Cotswold stone is fortunately not a stone 
which moulders or decays. It gets harder from exposure, 
puts on its rich colour, and the carving is often as sharp and 
clear as when it was first miade. Thus the exteriors have 
suffered comparatively little; but the interiors have been 
scraped, cleansed, furbished up, renovated— pews, wood- 
work, galleries have vanished in favour of neat deal Gothic 
seats; mean and commonplace reredoses have been in- 
serted; many monuments have beenremoved,andfrightful 
glass has been inserted. I remember ten years ago in oneof 

the finest of the Cotswold Churches falling in with the Vicar, 

an excellent man abounding in energy and ecclesiastical 
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bonhomie, who took me round his Church with irrepressi- 
ble pride. In the tower were piled up the pieces of a grand 
late seventeenth-century reredos. A broken pediment, 
columns, great oak panels, gilded urns, the ineffable Name 
inaglory. Ido not suppose it could have been putup for less 
than a thousand pounds. I asked what it was. “The old 
reredos,” he saidcheerfully,“ahideous thing! The moment 
I set foot in the Church, when I was appointed, I said to 
myself ‘ Well you have got to go 1 ’ Of course the people 
didn’t like it — they said they were fond of it — but I used a 
little diplomacy, and went to work gradually; and now we 
have got somethingalittle more in accordance with Christian 
feeling and Church tradition— and I am just waiting to sell 
it all to a dealer.” 

1 looked at the East- end. There was a poor flat alabaster 
reredos, with three compartments crowded with tasteless 
figures, and little blobs of bright-coloured crystals inserted, 
looking like jellies at a garden-party. The connection of 
such an object with art was easy enough to define, because 
it had none. The connection of it with Christianity was 
still more obscure. It was just a specimen of the hybrid 
taste of vapid designers, sentimental, pietistic. Instead of 
arousingemotion and interest, it left one drearily wondering 
out of what tame and smug mood it could have originated: 
it was a mere combination of formsimperfectly recollected, 
and of materials wholly misunderstood. 

The worst partof it all is that this sort of restorationhas 
its roots in a perfectly virtuous and active desire to make 
the Church an efficient institution, and to render it as spick- 
and-span and clean, as comfortable :and bright, as a well- 
orderedmiddle-classparlour. Brightnessisa.wordin whose 
name the worst artistic crimes have been committed. All 
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olemnity and venerable decay and remoteness have to be 

obliteratedinfavourof efficiencyandsmartaess. In Church 

after Church it is the same ; the object being, if possible, to 
obscure and remove every portion of the interior surface 
upon which the eyes of the generations have rested. I did 
indeed enter one Church where the hamlet was too poor 
and the Vicar too old to collect money ; and there was every 
auality present that one would desire. A real tradition, 
not a fatuous reaction, every century being really repre- 
sented by an infinite variety of accretion ; and in one place, 
best of all, I found a practically disused Church, a noble 
cruciform pile, too far from the village for practical pur- 
poses, with all its old surfaces and weather stains, its wood- 
work ’leaning at many pleasant angles, its flooring patched 
and uneven, a real and vital growth, from end to end. 

But it is heart-rending to think of allthe'.exquisitebeauty 
which has been sacrificed in the last fifty years by men of 
vigour anddetermination, who have every virtue butthatof 
connoisseurship. 

Of course it may be said that the medieval builders were 
ruthless demolishers. They undoubtedly did prefer a clean 
new stone building to an old and mouldering one. There 
are plenty of Churches, like Ely and Lincoln, where what 
must have been splendid Norman work was swept away 
for Decorated or Perpendicular constructions. But then 
the old builders had an idea; they were going forwards; 
their art was in process of developing with alight-hearted 
eagerness. What is so deplorable about modern restoration 
is that it is all a submissive harking back to an arbitrary 
period of Church art. It is not a departure, it is a tame 
virtuosity, desiring, if possible, to reconstruct a vanished 
atmosphere, without any real knowledge of what that at- 
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mosphere actually was. The essence of the old building * 
and decoration was to have a few fine dignified things on i 
which the eye might rest with unsated pleasure, for ever 
discovering fresh beauties. But the new theory is to cover 
up everything with tawdry and flashy decoration, which ^ 
gives perhaps a scenic sort of pleasure at first sight, and 
which breeds an ever-increasing disgust at the continued 
contemplation of its shallow trickeries. 

And then what is still more detestable is the cal lous neglect 
of all the later developments, the assumption that classical 


forms are essentially Pagan, the horrible narrow-minded- 
ness which regards the Almighty as being in favour of 
fourteenth-century effects, and helplessly unable to guide 
or affect the taste of seventeenth-century decorators. I 
believe myself that this sort of purism is a real sign of vital 
decadence, because it means a deep-seated absence of his- 
torical and artistic sympathy. The late Mr. Kempe,atAvhose 
house I was a frequent guest, used to twit me by saying that 
my taste was purely Georgian; but for all that I believe tha, 
a pleasure in variety shows a healthier appetite for what is 
beautiful and interesting, than a hypochondriacal distaste 
for all but a prim and cautious diet. 

I believe with all my heart in a beauty of strict form ; and 
my own natural taste is for great spaces, simple outlines, 
large ashlars, and an economical concentration of decoration 
upon choir and altar. But I believe also in the immense 
interest and charm of development and accretion — what 
Ruskin calls Association. I like to see and to preserve the 
best that people could do, whether it is a gaudy Jacobean 
tomb crowded with obelisks and emblems, and a stiff-ruffed 
figure in veined alabaster, or even a wigged divine clasping 
a marble book, among lachrymose cherubs and cinerary 
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urns. Those who ordered and those who designed such 
things thought them beautiful ; and nothing which has ever 
engaged the affections and devotions of human hearts can 
ever wholly lose its charm. 

6 ' f. ' 

Let me try then for a few minutes to disentangle some of 
the different streams which meet in theriver of Association, 
and which form what I have called the Beauty of Age; and 
in the first place I would say that when one looks at an old 
building— and let me take as a simple instance one of the 
houses of which I have been speaking, a house, let me say, 
such as you may see in any of these Cotswold villages, ahoiise 
not large enough perhaps to bequite a manor-houseandyet 
far removed from a cottage. Such houses have a character 
and even a personality of their own. There is one that I will 
briefly describe, in a hamlet calledSnow’s Hill, near Broad- 
way. The hamlet is built high up near the lip of the downs, 
and the ground falls very rapidly indeed below the high-road. 
The house in question is a great substantial place; it has a solid 
wall fencing its gaiden from the road; and the garden itself 
is a small terraced triangle, below the road; the front of the 
house being at right angles to the road, and looking down the 
garden. You enter the garden by an iron gate in a little arch- 
way, with a pleasant and simple Jacobean entablature above 
it; looking through, the garden is divided into two by a low 
wall, in the centre of which are two solid gate-posts, with 
balls on the top ; so that as you look through the arched gate, 
you see first of all a littlebit of wild garden, with big sprawl- 
ing box- trees and laurels, and through the further gate on to 
a lawn, with a few bushes of red-flowering currant and gueT 


63 


THE BEAUTY OF AGE 


der-rose and corchorus, and a tiny border where daffodils 
blow early in the sheltered sunny corner. The front of the 
house is a solid piece of Jacobean work, with square cross- 
mullioned windows; while the side on the road is that of a 
still earlier house, with little mullioned windows and high 
gables; behind the house are big barns and stone out-build- 
ings; while if you go round and look at the whole from a 
little distance, you see that the side of the house away from 
the road is of agreat height, because the ground falls so rapid- 
ly, and is supported with large and solid buttresses, the feet of 
which go down into an orchard; so that this side of the house 
rises steeply above the tops of the apple-trees and plum- 
trees, while the lower rooms are used as fruit garners and 
hay-stores. There are quarries close by, and labour was 
probably cheap; and I expect the house was a long time in 
building, because of the various stylesemployed. Yet in any 
case it is difficult to account for it, just as it is difficult to ac- 
count for the immense houses which one meets with in Swiss 
or Italian villages, which seem of a grandeur wholly out of 
proportion to anyone who can ever have lived in so lonely 
and poor a spot. 

Now let me come back to my idea of personality. If 
one wanders about among these Cotswold villages, one 
sees plenty of pretty children, with the charm of opening 
life all about them; and one sees too handsome boys and 
young men and graceful girls, who are silent enough and 
uncommunicative, perhaps even to each other, but yet whose 
faces and movements speak of the beauty which is inter- 
woven with the world, more eloquently than their tongues 
could discourse of it; and then one sees men and women, 
who look sturdy and sensible enough, but as if the toil of 
life left them little enough else to think about; and one sees 
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too faces which seem to havegone to pieces under thestresS 
of life and appetite— but then also, sitting at garden-ends, 
or coming with a friendly welcome to the doors of tiny 
parlours, or just creeping about slowly in the sun, one sees 
old men and w'omen, into whose faces and forms some 
curiousbeauty of work andlove and experienceand patience 
seems to have passed. A silvery -haired old woman, whom 
I still gratefully remember, seeing me unfold a map as if 
doubtful of the way, came briskly down her little garden, 
underthe nailed-up pear-tree that made the house-front gay 
and sweet with fresh white blossom, and between the little 
plots of wall-flowers, to ask if she could direct us. Her soft 
voice and her clear grey eyes, her lined and wholesome face 
with its motherly smile, gave one that sudden sense of wist- 
ful human relations which underlies all that we say and 
do; and an hour later I saw an old man, in a sort of rough 
bluecloak, witha piping voice, whose expressive face, with 
its big nose and firm lips, might have gone straight into a 
fifteenth-century stained-glass window as an apostle or a 
prophet. 

That is the human beauty of age ; not a beauty of form or 
of desire; but a beauty which comes of having lived and 
worked and loved, rooted in a tiny hamlet on the skirts of a 
wooded hill, with perhaps a touch of suffering and of loss to 
refine it. So that one feels— and I do notthink fancifully— 
that something has been gained and achieved, which cannot 
be done otherwise than by living; and that some of the 
beauty of those hillsides clothed with orchards, with copse- 
clad hollow and wooded combe, of long summer days and 
pale winter dawns, of seedtime and harvest, of frosty sunset 
and falling rain at daybreak, has left its mark there; and 
none the less certainly, if unconsciously and dumbly per- 
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ceived ; faces that seem to say, in William Morris’ beautiful 
lines: 

I am old, and have seen 

Many things that have been ; .... 

And for worst and best 
Right good is rest. 

Well something of all that seems to have passed into the 
old house as well. It has sheltered many lives; it has seen 
happy and quiet things; and it has also seen ugly, cruel, 
wicked and tragicthings. Itisnotsentimentaltothinkthus, 
if one faces the fact that the house has seen much that had 
better never have happened, and out of which no good can 
spring ; the sentimental vie w is to think that lif e has always 
been sweet and halcyon there, with children’s voices and 
young lovers wooing, and old folks talking slowly at the close 
of the day. Life is not in the least like that, and is not 
meant to be ; and it is the very opposite of sentiment to 
know that the old house has its coarse and evil secrets, 
which have somehow all floated together down the stream 
of time; and have made it what it is, wonderful and strange, 
with a shadow of pain and fear, which we must try to lessen 
somehow by patience and kindness. 

The old house bears witness to all that ! There was the 
builder of it, who here at least must have exulted in his 
design, to set the great house hanging like a swallow’s nest 
on the hill-cornice, and yet to have made it so sturdy and 
stately. Then he made the soft orange stone serve his turn, 
which comes so easily away, all ready laminated and need- 
ing only honest shaping, from the quarry behind the village, 
with its grassy , fir-tufted mounds. Precarious though the 
site is, the house has no sign of crack or sideslip ; it was 
built to endure. He did not think much of ornament. There 
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is just a hint of it, no more, in the shallow door pediment, 
the plain corbel-work of the cornice, and the little outlined 
oval windows in the gables, with their plain entablatures. 

It is not a house for entertainment. It is a house for family 
life and safe storage and for goods safely bestowed; but 
above and beyond the common use, is the clear sense of 
making something beautiful and stately ; ahouseto be proud 
of, and to remember the easy days of childhood spent there, 
the coming of the spring, haymaking and harvest, and the 
long winter evenings, all to be half-joyfully half-sadly re- 
called by son or daughter of the house, when they have 
drifted far away, and have cares and homes of their own. 

That is the emotional appeal of the old house ; it is un- 
real in a sense, a false pathos, because ina world where there 
is much conscious pain we have no need to multiply it, and 
to credit passive and insensible things with our own tender 
susceptibilities. We oughtnottoseektoaugmentoursensi- 
tiveness. An old and fierce lady of my acquaintance fixed 
her residence in France, but stubbornly refused to learn a 
single word of the language, and addressed the peasants of 
the place in loud, slow, majestic English. When she was 
asked if she did not wish to speak to the natives in a tongue 
which they could understand, she replied^' Certainly not 
it only encourages them!” We must adopt that attitude to 
our sensibilities. 

But on the other hand, how natural such susceptibility 
is! Anyone whohasever broken up a home and parted with 
familiar furniture must surely have had the feeling that the 
old chairs and tables are being unjustly used, and that they 
will not really ever feel happy with their newowners ; and the 
love of a home is a complex thing, because a house has all 
the charm of a picture or a book, in that it is an expression 
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of a human personality, a symbol of human desires and de- 
signs; and then it acquires too the secondary charm of 
having been the scene and witness of human adventures and 
events, so that the beam of the roof and the stone of the 
vrall have become inseparably connected with human emo- 
tions and hopes and fears, and have a sanctity of which they 
cannot be divested, which even the prosaic Romans felt and 
rendered in the untranslatable phrase<7:<i^;m/^/^z/sZocofzf;?z — - 
the spirit and influence of a place — the way in which a scene, 
which is associated with the horror of a calamity, or which 
has been the haunt of genius, can tacitly warn a human 
heart to forbear, to beware, to make a choice, or to follow 
a high example. That is the spiritual side of what I have 
called the beauty of age — its real and potent effect upon the 
emotions of men. 

And then too, in a less ethical and a more artistic region, 
there is the beauty which falls upon a building from the ' 
accommodation of all its mutual parts, through the touch of 
rain and sun, the pressure of wind, the strains and stresses 
of the earth, the movements of the soil, the slow passage of 
hidden streams, the thrust of burrowing tree-roots, the set- 
tling-down and distributing of the weights of wall and roof. 
When abuildingisfirstset up, it has a mathematical rigidity 
and precision, as of a box of stone half imbedded in a field. 
Then the slow process begins; here a softer passage of soil 
causes a settlement, a corner begins to shift av/ay, and the 
rest of the house inclines a little to retain the fabric in its 
place; thereof timber warps and bends, and the tiles dip and 
waver in outline; all this is a pure gain, because the beauty 
of the underlying form is there, under the tiny deviations 
w^hichrelievefhe eye from a too mathematical precision. 
The house leans and gathers itself together, and at last comes 
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to look, not as if it were set upon the soil, but had grownup 
out of it, like a rock or a tree. It is no longer an intruded 
thing, but a part of the scene. Meanwhile every surface is 
feeling the influence of the chemistry of the air; the sharp 
edges'are softened, the lichen spreads its delicate patches, 
the sun bleaches the southern surfaces, the moss creeps 
along the sheltered ledge; the whole fades and glows into a 
softharmony of colour and outline. I was looking the other 
'Ly at what I believe to be one of the most beautiful of 
Churches, the half-ruined Priory of Little Malvern, in its 
wooded background, with its shallow slender-shaf ted panel- 
ling; and I saw it to be a mass of delicately blended colour, 
purple and green and ruddy brown, an efFectthatcanbepro- 
duced by no calculation or nicety of art; and yet that par- 
ticular effect, which no wealth can purchase and no skill can 
reproduce, is the very quality which the strong-minded re- 
storer so ruthlessly casts away, not understanding that a 
rebuilt repointed furbished tower has nothing whatever of 
interest about it except the interest of acopy,anarch£Eologi- 
cal study. A.nd this is the real horror of restoration, that this 
slow treasure of accrued beauty and charm is so dully sacri- 
ficed, and the gentle influence of centuries flung petulantly 
and ignorantly away, as the old magical lampinthestory of 
Aladdin, with all its powers and secrets, was heedlessly 
exchanged for what is shamefully calledan up-to-date affair, 
— new lamps for old ! 


7 

So my first and last plea is that we should dare to let 
things alone, even if we do not understand them or think 
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them beautiful,. for the sake of the tender care which set 
them in their place, just so and not otherwise, and in the 
name of memory and reverence and love. For taste is a 
very changeable and inconstant thing, but reverence is 
eternal. The old house, the old Church, ought to mean 
something to us, and we must not lightly change and deface 
them. Of course we must not let such emotions hamper our 
lives, and still less unfit us for harder and baser conditions. 
We ought not to grow more and more fastidious by experi- 
ence, and if we find ourselves growing more and more dis- 
gusted and impatient, if we cannot have things to our mind, 
then we are setting art before life, and not simply using it 
to enrich and strengthen life. If we are dealing with old 
and venerable things, we ought to do as little as we can to 
them; mending and repairing, but not what is called restor- 
ing. For a restored church is not a new church and it is not 
an old church — it is a new church without its originality, 
and an old church without its dignity. “ God has given you 
one face,” as Shakespeare says, “and you make to yourself 
another.” 

And if additions must be made for use and life, let them 
be frank additions, and not an attempt to fake what is old. I 
frankly feel that the weakest part of modern art is its 
attempt to fake antiquity; and that is a melodramatic sort 
of art, an attempt to produce illusion — a mere piece of 
stage-craft, an attempt to import historical colour which is 
not fairly there. 

The beauty of age is very easily marred, and it cannot be 
imitated; and I am sure that whatever art is, itmust be 
sincere. It is the emotion which art can give which makes 
it worth while;..but it must be a real emotion, and not a bit 
of clever self-deception. A love of story-telling and char-- 
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acter-moulding is typical of the declineof realemotion. As 
Milton said of the staircase of heaven. 

“ Each stair mysteriously was meant.” 

There is a mystery and a meaning in it all. We do not 
know exactly what it represents, but we must do our best to 

interpretitsmeaning; and then we must beseriousaboutart, 

if we are to get any help from it ; but never solemn. . It is 

beingsolemnaboutart, whenwe try to make itproduceficti- 
tious effects, just for the luxury of the emotion; but it shows 
alackof all seriousness about it,ifwe can misuse anddeface 
‘a beautiful thing and destroy the rich beauty which only 
time and use and reverence can create. ■ ' 

Lord Crawford proposed a vote of thanks to Mr. Benson. 
He said the paper they had just heard read was one which 
appealed intensely to all. It had been couched in a manner 
so distinguished that even those who had been thinking 
about the protection of ancient buildings all their lives had 
been given a fresh point of view. 

The charm of Age, “the Beauty of Age” as Mr. Benson 
called it, was after all the basis and foundation of this 
Society. For nearly forty years thathad been the text from 
which theSociety had preached. If one looked back through 

the history of the Society from the time it had come into 
existence, without unduly taking credit for rousing public 
opinion, hethoughtmuch of themovement of public opinion 
could be attributed to it. The Society was start^ in the 
midst of profound apathy and under conditions difficult to 
combat, and aroused deep hostility. With an insignificant 
income the Society had progressed and its work deserved 
the recognition of thisgeneration. Nowthepublichadbeen 
convinced that the Society was one from which good and 
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iiseful work could be secured. Indeed its principles were 
almost endangered by becoming fashionable! 

The State was now awakening to its responsibility, laws 
had been passed to strengthen the efforts which -were being 
made to protect the charm of age. Everywhere one turns 
one finds the public and the state itself becoming more and 

more alive to that urgent and growing duty to preserve these 

heritages of the past 

Lord Crawford said he himself did not think that the ap- 
pointment of public boards to watch over interesting and 
ancient buildings could have been made with advantage at 
an earlier date. He asked those present not to think that, 
because public departments had been set up and the State 
was alive to its responsibilities, the work of the Society was 
in any way less needed or restricted. The need was greater 
to-day than it had been ten or fifteen years ago. The Society 
is securing a fund of technical knowledge and it had been 
the training ground of many architects. Indeed it had a 
greater fund of technical knowledge and practical experi- 
ence in dealing with ancient buildings than was to be found 
anywhere, within the State departments or elsewhere. 

Lord Crawford said he knew there were few Societies 
which conducted so active a propaganda, which did their 

work at so relativelysmall expense, so he urged his audience 

and those who might afterwards read the Society’s report 
to do whatever lay in their power to support it and to per- 
suade those who treasure the charm of age to help the 
Society by becoming members. 

Mr. Somers Clarke, when he seconded the proposal which 

had just been made, said he had listened with pleasure to 
one of the most persuasive papers he had heard on the sub- 
ject, As an example of the danger which threatened ancient 
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buiWings lie referred to the ancient mosque of Amr in 
Cairo. ''This building dated from the Arab conquest of 
E^vn't A..D. 648. The present structure was of brick and 
occupied a square of about 350 feet. It was built in old 
Cairo, two miles from the present Cairo, and was in a very 
dilapidated state. It had been threatened with destruction 
in order that a magnihcent new mosque might be erected 
on the site. But it was fortunate that the Comite de Con- 
servation des Monuments de I Ait Arabe had, after taking 
le-al advice, found they had not the power to undertake this 
work, and so for the present at any rate the building is 

allowed to remain standing. 

Mr. Somers Clarke said he hoped the Society would use 
its influence to help to make this conclusion decisive. 

In reply Mr. Benson said he regarded it asahigh honour 
to have been asked to deliver this address. He was deeply 

interested and concerned in every way with the future of the 

Society. There had been a lull at one time in the need for 
its operations but the need for it had again become great 
under the present conditions. He thanked Lord Crawford, 
Mr. Somers Clarke and the meeting for their reception of 

^”\lr. Lawrence Weaver then thanked the Chairman.^ He 
alluded to Lord Crawford’s views on the public attitude 
towards the Society and expressed pleasure at seeing the 
m-ofession of architect represented in the Chair. _ _ 

After Mr. Edward Warren had expressed his sincere 

thanks to Lord Ferrers not only for taking the Chair then 
but forhiscontinuedloyal and devoted work forthe ^ociety. 

Lord Ferrers in the name of the Society thanked the 
Society of Antiquaries for their kindness in allowing it the 

use of the room. 

The meeting came to an end* 


Those of our members who contemplate 
malcing contributions to any work of repair, 
will greatly strengthen the Society by makin 
their gifts conditional upon the work bein 
done in accordance with the Society’s views. 

Information on any case can be obtained 
from the Secretary, who will be pleased to 
forward any contributions members may 
desire to make through the Society, or to be 
informed of contributions forwarded direct. 
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list of buildings which have come 
before the society since JUNE 1ST, 1913. 


Acle Church, Norfolk. 

Adel Church, Yorks. 

Ad wick Church, Yorks, 

Aldershot Old Parish Chinch. 
Alhambra at Granada. 

Allwoodley Hall, Leeds. 

Alpheton Church, Suffolk. 
Alstonfield Church, Derbyshire. 
Alvechurch, Ancient Houses, 
Worcestershire. 

Ansley Church, Warwick. 
Arabic Monuments. 
Ascot-under-Wychwood, Ox- 
fordshire. 

Ashaiiipstead Church, Berks. 

Ashbourne Church, Derbyshire. 

Ashby-dc-la-JZ^ouch Castle. 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch Church. 
Attlebridge, Norfolk. 

Ayr, St. John the Baptist 
Church. 

Aysgarth Church, Yorks. 
Bardney Abbey, Lines. 
Beauchamp Chapel, Warwick. 
Beaulieu, France, Church of 
St. Laurent. 


Beddington, Orphan Asylum, 
Surrey. 

B e e s t on R cgi s Ch ur ch , N or f ol k . 
Bell Hanging, in Churches. 
Borrow Church Tower. 

Beverley Minster, Yorks. 
Beverley, North Bar, Yorks. 
Bickenhill Churcli, Warwick 
shire. 

Blofield Church, Norfolk. 

Bourn Church, Cambs. 

Bourne Church, Lines. 

Bourne Railway Station, 

Lines. 

Bradley Old Manor, Devon. 
Bredon Church, Hereford. 
Brigsley Church, Lines. 
Broadway Old Church, 

Worcester. 

Bruton, Dovecote, Somerset. 
Buildwas Abbey, Salop. 
Bylancl Abbey, Yorks. 
Carbrooke Church, Thetford.. 
Carmarthen, Town Wall 
Tower- 

Cavendish Church, Suffolk. 
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Chester Cathedral and Re- 
fectory. 

Christchurch Priory, Hants. 
Clan don West, Surrey. 

Clun Church, Salop. 

Compton Church, Surrey. 
Corsham Cottages, Wilts. 
Costessey Bridge, Norfolk, 
Craswall Priory, Hereford. 
Crediton, Bell Cage. Devon. 
Crick Church, Northants. 
Croughton Church, Northants. 
Croxden Abbey, Staffs. 
Dartmouth, The Butter Walk. 
Deerhurst, Saxon Chapel. 
Dover Castle, Pharos. 
Downton-on-the-Rock Church, 
Salop. 

Dym church Church, Kent. 
Enfield, Elizabeth’s Palace. 
Easebourne Church, Sussex. 
East Grinstead, Sackville 
College. 

Easton-on-the-Hiil Church, 
Northants. 

Eckington Church, Derbyshire. 
Gravency, All Saints’ Church, 
Kent. 

Guernsey, St. Peter- Port 
Church. 

Guildford, Abbot’s Hospital. 
Guildford Castle Keep, Guild- 
ford, Surrey. 


Guildford, St. Catherine’s 
Chapel. 

Guildford, St. Mary’s Church. 
Hadleigh, Ancient Plouse, Suff. 
Hamsey Old Church, Sussex. 
Hampton Court Palace. 
Harlton Church, Cambs. 
Harnham East Church, Wilts. 
Hatfield Church Organ, Herts. 
Haslemere Church, Surrey. 
Haverfordwest Castle, Wales. 
Hawkeshead Church, Amble- 
side. 

Hazelbeech Church, Northants. 
Henley-in- Arden Church, 
Warwickshire. 

Hollybush, Worcester, An- 
cient House. 

Holyrood Chapel. 

Honeychurch Church Devon. 
Horsley West Church, Surrey. 
Ipswich, Wolsey’s Gate. 
Kedington Church, Suffolk. 
Keston Mill, Kent. 

Killinghali Church, St. 

Thomas’, Yorks. 

Kingston Bridge, Surrey. 
Kingswinford, Church37ard 
Cross, Staffs. 

Kington Russell House, Dorset 
Kirkstead Chapel, Lines. - 
Lavenham, The Guildhall, 
Suffolk. 


Leigli-on-Mendip Churcli, 
Somerset. 

Leonard Stanley Church, Glos. 
Linby, St. Michael’s Church, 
Notts. 

Lincoln Cathedral. 

Lincoln, Roman Wall. 

Little Grimsby, Louth, Lines. 
LUndeloy Church, Pembroke- 
shire. 

Llangellynin Church, 
Merioneth. 

Long-Stanton Church, Cambs. 
London, Boswell’s House. 
London, The Charterhouse. 
London, Cloth Fair. 

London, House in Sussex 
Place, Chiswick. 

London, 75, D^^an Street, 
Soho. 

London,, Chapel, St. Martin’s 
Street, W.C. 

London, St. Mary Abchurch. 
London, Sir Isaac Newton’s 
House. 

London, North Street and 
Smith Square. ♦ 
London, Tower of Loudon. 
London, Westminster liall 
Roof. 

London, Ancient Houses, 
Whitehall 

Long Melford Church, Suffolk. 


Ludlow, St. John’s Hospital, 
Salop, 

Luntley Court, Hereford- 
shire. 

Lydiate Hall, Lancs. 

Lyme Regis Bridge, Dorset. 
Lyveden New Building, Nor- 
thants 

Macclesfield, Pear Tree House, 
Maidstone, Tithe Barn. 
Maldon, Sussex, Spital Farm. 
Malmesbury Abbey, Wilts. 
Malvern, Barbon Court Estate. 
Mellor Church, Derby. 
Middleton, Cheney Churcli, 
Northants. 

Middleton, Old Boar’s Head 
Inn, Lancs. 

Middleton Church, Lancs. 
Monmouth, The Kymin. 
Myddfai Church, Carmarthen, 
Newark Castle,, Notts. 
Newport, St. Woolos Church, 
Monmouth. 

Newton St. Cyre’s Church, 
Devon. 

Newton Church, Cambs. 
Newton Flotman Bridge, 
Norfolk. 

Norfolk Bridges. 

Norwich Cathedral 
Norwich, St. George’s Cole- 
gate Church. 
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Nunney Castle, Somerset. 
Oakley Church, Beds. 
Oakington Church, Cambs. 
Ogvvell Church, Newton Abbot. 
Old Orchardston Tower. 
Orston Church, Notts. 
Preservation of Stone. 
Passenham Church, Northants. 
Pershore Abbey, Worcester. 
Polesworth Gate House, War- 
. wickshire. 

Portsmouth, St. Thomas’ 
Church. 

Purleigh Church Tower, Kssex. 
Radcliffe Tower, Lancs. 

Radcot Bridge, Oxon. 

Radnage Church, Bucks. 
Rahany Church, Meath, Ireland. 
Redbourne Church, Herts. 
Repton Crypt, Derby. 
Richborough, Kent, Roman 
Remains. 

Ivichmond Bridg'e, Surrey and 
Middlesex. 

Risley Grammar School, 
Derbyshire. 

Rochdale, Lancs., Castleton 
Hall. 

Ross-on-Wye, Hereford, Wilton 
Bridge. 

Rotherwas, Hereford. 

Rowley Regis Church, Staffs. 

St. Neot’s Church, Cornwall. 


Shipton Hall, Salop. 

Sidbury Church, Sidmouth. 
Sidmouth, Manston Farm. 
Southampton, Bargate, Hants. 
Southampton, King John’s 
Palace. 

Southall Manor House, Mid- 

die sex. 

Southminster Church, Essex. 
Sprotborough Church, 
Yorks. 

Stalham Church, Norfolk. 
Stamford, St. Leonard’s 
Priory. 

Stanstead Abbotts, Clock 
School, Herts. 

State Control of Ancient 
Buildings. 

Stockwood Church, Dorset. 
Stopham Bridge, Sussex. 

Stowe Church, Staffs. 

Strata Florida Abbey, Cardi- 
, gan. 

Strood, Kent, Temple Manor 
House. 

Sudbury, Ballingdon Hall, 
Suffolk 

Sudbury, All Saints’ Church 
Suffolk. 

Sutcombe Church, Devon. 
Swarthmoor Hall, Lancs. 
Swavesey Church, Cambs. 
Tal-y-lyn Church, Merioneth. 
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iTarraiit Hinton Church, 
Dorset. 

Tattersall Castle, Lines. 
Thaxted Church, Essex. 
Thompson Church, Norfolk. 
Tickhill Church, Yorks. 

Ticknall Church, Derby. 
Todmordon Hall, Lancs. 
Torpenhow Church, Cumber- 
land. 

Tunstead, S. Mary’s, Norfolk. 
Tutbury Church, Staffs. 
Urishay Chapel, Herefordshire. 
Verona, Pislzzsl della Erbe. 
Wakefield Bridge and Chapel, 
Yorks. 

Walesby Church, Lines. 


Little Walsingham Church, 
Norfolk. 

Walton-oii'Thames, Surrey. 

W arwick, Beauchamp Chapel. 

Wells Cathedral, Somerset. 

Wheatley Hall, nr. Doncaster. 

Wickham Church, Plants. 

Widford Church, Oxon. 

Witham, Cage of Detention, 
Essex. 

Withyham, Sussex, Old Buck- 
hurst. 

Withycombe Church, Somer- 
set. 

Worksop Priory, Notts. 

Wrexham, Brynyffynnon 
House. 
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Audited, compared with books and vouchers, and found correct. 

WILLIAM SIMMONS, Atnmor. 


THE SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF ANCIENT BUILDINGS. 

Building Fund, 1913. 




WILLIAM SIMMONS, Auditor. 


the society for the protection of 

ANCIENT BUILDINGS. 


k 

LIST OF MEMBERS. 

I ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION. £i is. or los. 6d. 

Sabscriptions to be sent to the Secretary, A. R. Powys, 20, 
Buckingham Street, Adelphi. 

Post Office Orders should be made payable at the General Post 
Office. Cheques should be crossed “ London City and 
Midland Bank.” 

f Bankers i—London City and Midland Bank, Limited, 449, 
Strand, W.C. 

J ^iTliese form the Committee. 

Alfred D. Ackland, Digswdl House, Welwyn, Herts. 

Cutlibert Adeney, M.D., 60, Queen's Road, Bayswatcr, W. 

'’'W. C. Alexander, Aubrey House, Kensington. 

‘ Professor Angelo Alessandri, St. Marco, Venice. 

Lady Allchin, 5, Chandos Street, Cavendish Square, W. 

I R. A. Allison, Scalehy Hall, Carlisle. 

I Archibald Anderson, ^o, Oxford Square, W. 
f Dr. Anderson, The Master of Gonville and Cains College, Cam- 
bridge. 

Miss Sara Anderson, 46, Warwick Gardens, Kensington. 

Rev. N. Green Armytage, Grosvenor Club, Piccadilly, W. 
i Hugh Arnold, 63, Bedford Gardens, W. 
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W. H. Ash, J.P., 51, Hamilton Terrace, N.IV. 

C. R. Ashbee, F.R.I.B.A., Magpie and Stamp House, 37, CJieyne 
Walk, Chelsea, 

Commendatore Azzuri, Presideiit of St. Luke's Academy, Rome. 
(Hon. Mem.) 

Sir Hickman Bacon, Bart., F.S.A., Queen Anne's Mansions, 
Harold Baker, 17, Cannon Street, Birmingham, 

James Baker, F.R.G.S., Sewelle Villa, Coldney Road, Clifton, 
'‘'Oliver Baker, The Dower House, Stratford-on-Avon. 

Miss Balfour, 4, Carlton Gardens, S'.kF. 

Geo. P. Bankart, 58c, Gray's Inn Road, W.C. 

Hon. Mrs. Guy Baring, The Mill House, St. Cross, Winchesier, 

]• R, Bsivlow, Greenthorne, near Bolton. 

Sir Thomas Barlow, Bart., M.D., 10, Wimpole Street, W. 

A. Ernest Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Sidney H. Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester, 

Mrs. S. L. Barrett, Telport, Beccles, Suffolk. 

Walter Barrow, Lawn House, Edghaston, Birmingham. 

IVIrs. Walter Barrow, Latvn House, Edghaston, Birmingham. 
Charles E. Bateman, F.R.I.B.A., Bennett's Hill, Birmingham. 
Arthur Bayley, F.R. Hist. S., St. Margaret’s, Imperial Road, 
Great Malvern, 

Somerset Beaumont, Shere, Guildford, 

Miss Beatrice Beddington, The White Cottage, Winchelsea, 

Sussex. 

Miss Maud Beddington, Ballader’s Plat, Winchelsea, Sussex. 
Charles F. Bell, F.S.A., Ashmolean Museum, Oxford. 

Edward Bell, F.S.A., The Mount, Hampstead. 

Sir Hugh Bell, Bart, F.S.A., Romton Grange, Northallerton. 
Newton Benett, Dorchester, Wallingford. 

A. C. Benson, Magdalene College, Cambridge. 

W. A. S. Benson, Manorbier, R.S.O., Pembrokeshire. 

Ernest Bewlay, 83, Colmore Row, Birmingham. 

W. Hobart Bird, The Gate House, Coventry. 
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j Geoffrey Birkheck, stoke Holy Cross^ Norwich, 

I Rev. Thomas Bishop, Church House, Formby, Lancs, 

I \Y9}ter B. Blalkie, Constable & Co., Edinbttrgh, 

! . W. H. Bliss, Easton-on^Hilly Stamford, 

\ -^Detrnar J. Blow, F.R.I.B.A., 10, S.IT. 

' Reginald Blunt, 12, Carlyle M ansions, Cheyne Wk,, Chelsea, S.TR. 

^ Wilfred Scawen Blunt, NeivbuUdings Place, Southwatcr, near 

Horsham, Sussex. 

Commendatore Giacomo Bom, ArcMfetto, Direzione Generale 
dell, Antichitd o Belle Arti, Roma, (Hon. Mem.) 

B. C. Boulter, 22, Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, T^.C. 

'I'Ernest E. Bowden, 16, Clifford's Inn, E,C. 

Sir Edward Brabrook, C.B., F.S.A., 178, Bedford Hill, Balham, 

S.W, 

Ralph Brocklebank, Haughfon Hall, Tarporley. 

A. Glutton Brock, Farncomhc Lodge, Godaiming, 

James Bromdey, The Homestead, function Lane, Lathom, 7iear 
f Ormskirk. ^ 

I Right Rev. Bishop G. F, Browne, 2, Campdcn House Road, 

1 Kensington, London, W , > ^ 

; ‘I*’ Rev. Stopford A. Brooke, i, Manchester Square, W, | 

Edwin Brough, Kecfie, Ahhotsham, S.O,, North Devon, | 

Wm.. Anthony Brown, 'ii, Sydney Place, Onslow Square, S.W. j 

i Miss F. M.. Bruce, St. Hilda's East, 3, Old Nichol Street, Bethnal \ 

] Green, E. ■ ■ - 

! rXhe Rt. Hon. Viscount Bryce, O.M. 
i Miss E. Burden, 22, Upper Woburn Place, W,C, 

I Lady Burne-Jones, Rottingdean, Sussex, 

^ Sir Philip Burne-Jones, Bart., 41, Egcrton Terrace, S.IF. 

Arthur P. Busch-Michell, Huish House, Langport, Somerset, 

Sir Edward Henry Busk, ii, Sussex Place, Regent's Park, 

' N.W, 

'\ Hngrsii-n BywQ.ter, Onslow Square S.W. 

\ Hall Caine, Greba Castle, Isle of Man* ■ • 


85 


Rev. Edward Canney, St. Peter's Rectory^ Cross Street, Hatton 
Garden, E.C. 

Onorata Carlandi, Rome. (Hon. Mem.) 

W. Carpenter, Heathfield, 143, Palmerston Road, Bowes Park, N, 
'■'J. Comyns Carr. 

Rosalind, Countess of Carlisle. 

John Carruthers, C.E., 19, Kensington Park Gardens, W. 

Sir Charles D. Cave, Bart, Sidbnry Manor, Sidmouth. 

Walter Cave, F.R.I.B.A., 21, SackvilU Street, W. 

G. P. Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Surrey. 

Miss Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Surrey. 

Sir William Chance, Bart, J.P., Orchards, near Godaiming. 

Hugh C. Fairfax Cholmeley, Mill Hill, Brandsby, Easingwold. 
Alex. Christie, 38, Highbury New Park, N. 

John Bright Clark, Street, Somerset, 

Roger Clark, Street, Somerset. 

Somers Clarke, F.S.A., 35, St. James' Place, S.IV. 

Mrs. E. M. Cobden, 29, Buckingham Gate, S.W. 

Robert Cochrane, I.S.O., LL.D., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., i 7 ,Highfield 
Road, Rathgar, Dublin. 

-Sidney C, Cockerell, Wayside, Cavendish Avenue, Cambridge. 

H. Ker Colville. North Cerney House, Cirencester. 

-Sir Sidney Colvin, D.Litt., 35, Palace Gardens Terrace, W. 

Miss Violet Cooper, 39, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 

J. A, Cossins, Kingsdon, Forest Road, Moseley, 

-Rt. Hon. Lord Courtney of Penwitb, 15, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea. 
W. H. Cowlishaw, 6 , Great James Street, Bedford Road, W.C. 

G. Percy Cox, Stone House, Harrison Road, Godaiming. 

Rev. J. Charles Cox, LL.D., F.S.A., St. Alban's, Longton Avenue, 
Sydenham, S.E. 

Lionel F. Crane, 13, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 

Walter Crane, 13, Holland Sired, Kensington, W. 

-Tlie Right Hon. the Earl of Crawford and Balcarres, 
Cavendish Square, W. 
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Mrs. Wilfred Cripps, Crlpps Mead, Cirencester* 

Fred A. Crisp, F.S.A,, The Manor House, Godaiming* 

Mrs. Crossley, Burton Pynsent House, Currey Rivel, Taunton* 

Fred H. Crossley, Bradshaw House, Allostock, Knutsford* 

Miss Crowe, Holmrook, Tunbridge Wells* 

Mrs. Crum, Longworth Manor, Farringdon, Berks, 

Victor M. Cubitt, Normandale, Castle Douglas* 

G. Milner-Gibson-Cullum, F.S.A., Hardioick House, Bury St* 
Edmunds* 

Ven. William Cunningham, Archdeacon of Ely, Trinity College, 
Cambridge* 

John Currie, Wanlockbank, Giffnock, N,B. 

The Rt. Hon. The Earl Cur^on of Kedleston, G.C.S.I.,G,C.I.E., 
M.A., P.C., F.R.SmD.C.L. J.P.,D.L., i, Carlton Hse*Terr.,S*W* 
Mrs. Cuthbert, Hillside, Groombridge, Kent* 

Sir Francis Darwin, Brookthorpe, Gloucester* 

W. E. Darwin, ii, Egerton Place, S.W, 

Mrs. Leonard Darwin, 12, Egerton Place, S.IF. 

Miss Darwin, Traverston, West Road, Cambridge* 

The Rt. Hon. the Earl of Darnley, Cobham Hall, Cohhant, Kent* 
Arthur Irwin Dasent, The Dutch House, Hampton-on-Thames* 
Rev. Gerald S. Davies, The Master of the Charterhouse, The 
Charterhouse, E*C* 

W. R. Davies, Kingsclear, Camberley, Surrey* 

F. W. Davis, Duchess Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham* 

Louis Davis, Ewelme Cottage, Pinner, Middlesex* 

'•William De Morgan, 137, Church Street, Chelsea* 

Alfred Dewick, 9, Eliot Vale, Blackheath, S.E* 

Joseph Dewick, 59, Clarendon Road, Lewisham, S.E* 

A. S. Dixon, F.R.LB.A., 397, Broad Street, Birmingham* 
Campbell Dodgson, 22, Montague Square* 

A. B. Donaldson, Woodhay, Lyndhurst, New Forest* 

A. E. P. Raymond Dowling, Oxford & Cambridge Club, Pall 
Mall, S.W. 


F, J. Dryhurst, 6, John Street, Hampstead. 

Mrs. Charles H. C. Du Cane, 8, Beaufort Gardens, S. IV. 

Miss Duckworth, 9, Hyde Park Gate, 5 . IF. 

H.H. Prince Frederick Duleep Singh, M.V.O., F.S.A., Bid Norton 
Hall, Thetford, Norfolk. 

H. H. Edmondson, 6 ^,^ Fisher gate, Preston, Lancs. 

Herbert M. Ellis, Meadholme, Raynes Park, Surrey. 

. Prof. W. Esson, 13, Bradmore Road, Oxford. 

Rev. George Eyre Evans, Ty Tringad, AberysUvyth. 

■‘'Richardson Evans, The Keiv, IVinibledon Common. 

Arnold Fairbairns, Saxonhurst, Northwood, Middlesex. 

Miss Helen Farquhar, Park Place, Wickham, Hants, and 6, 
Downshire Hill, Hampstead, AT. IF. 

Henri Favarger, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., Balfour Place, IF. 

Mrs. Fawcett, 2, Gower Street, Bedford Square, IF.C. 

The Right Hon.theEarl Ferrers, 12, Buckingham Street, Adclphi 
IF.C. (Hon. Sec.) . 

Miss Emily Field, Squires Mount, Hampstead, AMF. 

John Finn, 4, Grafton Street, IF. 

*Cecil N. Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon. 

H. M. Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon. 

Rutter Fletcher, F.S.A., 22, Caiiston Road, Highgate N 
(Hon. Sec.) 

Hanslip Fletcher, 22, Causion Road, Highgate, N. 

H. M. Fletcher, 52, Campden Hill Square, IF. 

Walter Morley Fletcher, Trinity College, Cambridge. 

Henry L. Florence, 9, Prince's Gate, Hyde Park, IF. 

Mrs. Wickham Flower, 50, Egerton Crescent, S, IF. 

S. Russell Forbes, Ph. D., 74A, Via Della Croce, Rome. 

H. Buxton Forman, C.B., 46, Marlborough Hill, St. Johids Wood. 
E. M. Forster, King's College, Cambridge. 

Miss Forster, West Hackhursti Abinger, Dorking. 

A. Forsyth, F.RJ.B.A.,, 309, Oxford Street, IF. 

A. FoulkeS'Roberts, Denbigh. 
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H. Hubert Fraser, 26, Bedford RoWf TF.C, 

Mrs. Friedbergcr, 6S, EIsham Road, Kensiji^^ W, 

croft, Lirnpsfield, / ^ 

E. L. Garbett. (Hon. Mem.) 

Rev. C. L. Garde, Skenfrith Vicarage, Monmouth. 

Miss Garrett, 2, Gower Street, W.C. 

Arthur J. Gaskin, 0 /te, Warwickshire. 

C. M. Gere, Painswick, Gloucestershire. 

Rev. T. W. Gibson, Cranham Rectory, Upminster. 

L. M'a.cDonald Gill, I, Hare Court, Temple, E.C. 

^Ernest Gimson, Daneway House, Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Miss Gimson, Belmont Villas, Leicester. 

Miss Margaret Girnson, 4, Belmont Villas, Leicester. 

Sydney A. Gimson, 20, Glebe Street, Leicester. 

Walter L. Gissing, St. Mark's Avenue, Leeds. 

H. Glasspool, J.P., Parkfield, Westwood Road, Southampton. 

S.E. Glondonmng, Thorpe Hamlet Cottage, Norwich. 

Colonel R. Goff, Wick Studio, Holland Road, Hove, Sussex, 

A. U. Goodha.1% Eton College, Windsor. 

G. Bruce Gosling, Oxford & Cambridge Club, Pall Mall, S.IF. 
Louis Gonse, Directeur de la Gazette des Beaux Arts. (Hon. Mem.) 
Norman C. Graham, J.P., Rockwoods, Brook, near Godahning. 

'‘'T. F. W. Grant, A.R.I.B.A., 16, Old Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, PF.C. 
Mrs. Gray, Stiff key Old Hall, Wells, Norfolk. 

J. Frederick Green, 3a, Upper Mall, Hammersmith, W. 

J. PI. Greeohalgh, 3, Reynolds Close, Hampstead Gdns.Suburh,N.W. 
Edward Greenly Achnashcan, near Bangor, N. Wales. 

'‘■■Rev. Canon Greenwell, F.R.S., Durham. 

Sir Robert Gresley, Plart., Drakelowe, Burton'iipon-Trenf. 

G. R. Griffith, 2, Post Office Lane, Denbigh. 

F. LI. Griffith, 11, Norhain Gardens, Oxford. 

F. L. Griggs, Dover's House, Chipping Campden, Glos. 

'‘'Hon. Richard C. Grpsveiior, 2, Harcourt Buildings, Temple, E.C, 
(Hon, Sec.) , . 
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Chas. K. T. Hale, Ingleside^'" Wesley Road^ Cinderford, GIos, 
W. Matthew Hale, Clavertofiy Stoke Bishop, near Bristol 
Ernest C. Hales. 

Charles E. Halle, The Avenue, y 6 , Fulham Road. 

Alderman Thomas Hampton, Walton, Stone, Staffs. 

1 homas Hardy, O.M., LL.H., J.P., Max Gate, Dorchester. 

F. W. Hasluck, The Wilderness, Southgate, N. 

Ambrose Heal, Junr., The Fives Court, Pinner. 

W. H. Heath, Fernbank, Turves Green, Northfield, nr. Birmingham. 
Noel Heaton, •jz, Abbey Road, St.John's Wood. 

-John Hebb, F.R.I.B.A., ^66, Eastern Road, Brighton. 

George M. Henton, Charnwood House, Victoria Road, Leicester. 
Lady Victoria Herbert, 5, 

-Mrs. Herringham, 40, Wimpole Street, W. 

"7. P. Heseltine, 196, Queen's Gate, S.W. 

Arthur G. Hill, F.S.A., 84, Adelaide Road, N.W. 

R. Allsebrooke Hinds, F.R.I.B.A., Wood Nook, Wimbledon Hill 
S.W. 

Laurence W. Hodson, Bradbourne Hall, Ashbourne, Derbyshire. 
Miss Constance Hole, Hole Coitage, Exbourne R.S.O., N. Devon. 

^ Henry Holiday, Oak Tree House, Branch Hill, Hampstead, N.w\ 
-James R. Holiday, loi, Narbourne Road, Edgbast on, Birmingham. 

H. Wilson Holman, F.S.A., 4, Lloyd's Avenue, E.C. 

P. H. Hood, 53, Twyford Avenue, Acton, W. 

P. Morley Plorder, F.R.I.B.A., 148, New Bond Street, W. 

C, H. St. John Hornb}^, Shelley House,' Chelsea Embankment, S.TF. 
Leonard Horner, Wayside, Warlingham, Surrey. 

Edward Hudson, F.S. A., Life" Offices, 20, Tavistock 

Street, Coverit Garden, W.C. 

Arthur Hughes, Eastside House, Kew Green. 

Harold Hughes, A.R.I.B.A., Aelwyd, Bangor, N. Wales. 

Lady Hughes, Shelsley, Grange, W^orcesier, 

Her^erJ G. Ibberson, F.R.I.B.A., 9, Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, 



'!'George Jack, 24, Station Road, Ckiivch End, FinckUy\ 

Dr. J allies, Provost of King's College^ Cambridge* 

‘"George Jeffery, F.S, A*, Curator of Ancient Monuments, Cyprus* 
Mrs. JeTokins, s, Cornwall Gardens, S.W* 

'^orma.n Jewson, B* A*, Sapperton, near Cirencester* 

Lawrence Johnston, Hidcote Manor, Chipping Campden, 
Gloucestershire. 

phUrp'M. jokmsion, Sussex Lodge, Champion Hill, S.E* 

Miss E. E. Constance Jones, GtV^o/^ College, Cambridge. 

E. Peter Jones, Greenbank, Chester. 

Henry Arthur Jones, 6, Arkwright Road, Hampstead, N.W. 

S. U* Keeling, Parkfield, Kenilworth. 

=!'Rt. Hon. William Kenrick, The Grove, Harbourne, Birmingham-. 
J. H. Keriier-Greenwood, St* Anne^s House, King's Lynn. 

=!'S. Wayland Kershaw, F.S.A., National Club, i, Whitehall 
Gardens, S.IF. ; and I'j, Dovecote Road, Wandsworth, S.IF. 

C. H. Kindermann, 26, Golden Square, W* 

Mrs. Wilson King, 19, Hlghfield Road, Edgbaston. 

A* de hsLiontnine, F.S.A., Athelhampton, Dorchester. 

J. M. Lain6, 3, Liwco/w’s /;m, IF.C. 

H. G. Malcolm Laing, Licentiate R.I.B.A., 9, Old Square, 
Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 

Mrs. Lamb, Borden Wood, Liphook. 

Sir E. Ray Lankester, K.C.B., Savile Club, 107, Piccadilly, W. 
Miss Nina Lankester, 5, Upper Wimpole Street, W* 

Morton Latham, Hollow Dene, Frensham, Farnham. 

Ernest Law, F.S.A., The Pavilion, Hampt 07 i Court Palace, 
Thomas M. Legge, M.D., 18, Cheym Rozo, Chelsea, S.PF. 
'"Professor W. R. Lethaby, F.S.A., F.R.LB.A., in, Inverness 
Terrace, W* 

Rafe O. Leycester, 6, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea; and Toft Hall, 
Kmitsford, Cheshire* 

Sir A* L. Liberty, The Manor Hozise, Lee, nr* Great Missenden, Bucks. 
Rev. and Hon. E. R. Lindsay, The Parsonage, Newtown, Didcot* 
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Owen C. Little, F.RJ.B.A., 5, Bedford Row, W,C. 

C. S. Loch, LL,D,, Drylaw Cottage, Little Bookhain, Surrey. 
Oliver Lodge, ]\xnx., Manemont, Birmingham, 

H. Longden, 3, Berners Street, W, 

G. B. Longstaff, M,D., F,S.A., Highlands, Putney Heath, S. ir. 
and Morthoe, Ilfracombe, N. Devon, 

L. W. Longstaff, Ridglands, Wimbledon. 

H. R.H. Princess Louise, Duchess of Argyll, Palace, IV 
Mary, Countess of Lovelace, Ockham Park, Ripley, Surrey. 

Miss Lowry, Winchester House, Southainpton^ : 

Bernard J. Lucas. 

Miss E. W. Luling, 155, Sloane Street, S.W. 

Miss M. Lumsden, ii, Brettell Street, Walworth, S.E. 

Lady Lushington, 34, Old Queen Street, Westminster, S.W, 

Miss Lushington, Bordon, Hants. 

H. E. Luxmore, Baldwins End, Eton College, Windsor. 

Hon. Neville S. Lytton, Pound Hill, Crawley, Sussex. 

Mrs. McConnell. 

Justin Huntly McCarthy, iS, Pembroke Square, Kensington, W.. 
E. S- McEuen, Eaglchurst, Sidmouth, S. Devon. 

Miss McGhee, 82, Porchester Terrace, W. 

J. W. Mackail, 6 , Pembroke Gardens, Kensington, W. 

Kenneth B. Mackenzie, North Plouse, Lockwood, Huddersfield. 
Montagu J. Muir Mackenzie, 21, Hyde Park Gate, 5. IF. 

Miss Makant, Westgate, Bolton. 

Mrs. Henry Makins, 180, Queerds Gate, S.W. 

C. E. Mallows, F.RJ.B.A., 28, Conduit Street, Hanover Square, W. 
Rev. W. Marshall, M.A., F.S.A., St. Patricks Vicarage, Lni 
bridge Road, Hove. 

Miss Marten, 78, Vanbrugh Park, Blackheath, S.E. 

Stephen Massingberd, Gunby Plall, Burghde^Marsh, Lines. 

John S. Masterman, St. Margaret's, Dorking, Surrey. 

James Maughan, Guildhall Street, Preston. 

Sir John Stirling Maxwell, ^Bart., F.S.A., 21, Portland Place, W> 


Rev. F. Meyrick'Jones, Hom& Place, Holt, Norfolk. 

'^hom2iS Middlemoxe, Meisetierf Orkney^ ^ 

}i. S. Miliovd, The Red House, Ashstead. 

Miss Milne, The Trees, Chur ch Road, Upper Norwood. 

Miss Henrietta A. Milne, The Trees, Church Road, Upper Norwood. 
E. E. Minton, Bury, Lancashire. 

}l, Ch2cc\QslsiitQb.Ql\, $1, Aldergate,TamwQrth, Staffs. 

Lt-Col. H. M. D. Montgomery, Westwood, Grove Road, Camber- 
ley, Surrey. 

Miss F. F. Montressor, 15, Elvaston Place, S.W. 

Edward R. P. Moon, 6, Onslow Gardens, S.kF. 

R. O. Moon, M.D., 62, Montague Square, W. 

Mrs. Eliza Morley, Norman Cross, Hills Road, Cambridge. 

Arthur Reginald Moro, 87, Gloucester Terrace, Hyde Park, W. 
Miss Movns, Kelmscott Manor, Lechlade. 

'I'Miss May Morris, 8, Hammersmith Terrace, W. 

Walter Morrison, 77, Cromwell Road, S.TF. 

Mrs. Sydney Morse, 14, Airlie Gardens, Kensington, W. 

William E. Muir, Rowallan,'' Haslemere, Surrey. 

Lord Muncaster, F.S.A., Muncaster, Ravenglass, Cumberland. 
Fredk. Miintzer, 25, Dover Street, Piccadilly, W. 

'*'A. H. Hallam Murray, F.S.A., Sandling, Hythe, Kent. 

Edmund K. Muspratt, 5, Windsor Buildings, George Street, 
Liverpool. 

Professor John L. Myres, M.A., F.S.A., loi, Banbury Road, 
Oxford. 

A. F. de Navarro, The Court Farm, Broadway, Worcestershire. 
Ralph Nevill, St. James' Club, Piccadilly, W. 

Edmund H. New, 17, Worcester Place, Oxford. 

W. Niven, F.S.A., Marlow Place, Great Marlow. 

John PI. B. Noble, The Manor House, Jesmond, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Philip Norman, LL.D., F.S.A., 45, Evelyn Gardens, South 
Kensington. 

Charles Normand, 98, Rue de Mir omenil, Paris. (Hon, Mem.) 
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Prince Odescalchi, Rome- (Hon. Mem.) 

'■^Basil Oliver, A.R.I.B.A., 7, Southampton Street^ Bloomsbury 
Square, W.C. 

Professor D. Oliver, 10, Kezo Gardens Road, Km. 

R. R. B. Orlebar, Hinwick, Wellingho rough. 

Rev, Canon Parry, Trinity College, Cambridge. 

C. H. Parry, Charterhouse, Godaiming. 

Miss Mary Payne-Smith, Rogate, Headingion, near Oxford. 
Harry H. Peach, Dryad Works, St. Nicholas Street, Leicester. 

C. Maresco Pearce, Arts Club, 40, Dover Street, Piccadilly, W. 
Howard S. Pearson, 235, Bristol Road, Birmingham. 

Frank S. Pearson, Avon Lodge, Selly Park, near Birmingham. 
Harold Peirce, 222, Drexel Building, Philadelphia, U.S.A. 
■^'Arthur M, Philips, i^,,]Volverton Gardens, Hammersmith, W. 
Evacustes A. Phipson, Windmill Cottage, Hog Hill, Rye. 

S. Perkins Pick, F.R.I.B.A., 2, Salisbury Road, Leicester, 

=‘'G. T. Pilcher, Treen, Frith Hill, Godaiming. 

H. G. Plimrner, M.R.C.S., 3, Hall Road, N.W. 

Mrs. G. A. Plimpton, 80, Oakland Place, Buffalo, N.Y., U.S.A. 
Leonard Pomeroy, 5, Verulam Buildings, Gray's Inn. 

F. Scarlett Potter, Halford, near Shipston-ou' Stour. 

A. H. Powell, 13, Well Walk, Hampstead, N .W. 

Charles M. Powell, Eastfield, Caversham, Reading. 

Herbert A. Powell, J.P., C.C., Piccard's Rough, St. Catherine's 
Guildford. 

Lawrence Powell, Piccard's Rough St. Catherine's, Guildford. 
Miss Powell, 10, Stanhope Place, Connaught Square, W. 

Miss Theodora Powell, Munstead Rough, Godaiming. 

Littleton C. Powys, Acremon House, Sherborne, Dorset. 

Ambrose M. Poynter, F.R.LB.A., Bartolome Mitre, 430, Buenos 
A ires. 

Rev. C. W. Praiigley, Bexwell, Downham Market, Norfolk. 

Robert G. Pratt. 

Arthur E. Preston, Whitefield, Abingdon. 


John E. Pritchard, F.S.A., 22, St, Johifs Road^ Clifton, BnstoL 
David Pye, New College, Oxford, 

A. L. Radford, Bovey House, Beer, Devonshire, 

W. Randolph, 8, King Street, Manchester, 

E. J. Ratcliffe, Baiodsey Estate Ojfice, Woodbridge, Suffolk, 

S. H. Rathbun, 1622, Massachusetts Avenue, Washingon, B,C., 
U.S,A, 

VV. G. Rawiinson, Hill Lodge, Campden Hill Square, W. 

Rev. Canon H. Rawnsley, Crosthwaite Vicarage, Keswick, 

W. F. Rawnsley, Sham-ley Green, Guildford, 

Mrs. Essex Reade, 27, Eaton Place, S.l/F. 

-Harry Redfern, F.R.I.B.A., 5, Bedford Row, W,C, 

Arthur Reynolds, 2, The Charterhouse, E,C. 

-John Richmond, 7, Campden Hill Square, W, 

-Sir W. B, Richmond, K.C-B., R.A., Beavor Lodge, Hammersmith, 
Dr. Lloyd Roberts, 23, St. John's Street, Manchester, 

W. Graham Robertson, Witley, Surrey, 

Miss Amy G. Robinson, Lyndon Lodge, Louth, Lines, 

■‘'T. M. Rooke, R.W.S., 7, Queen Anne's Gardens, Bedford Park, 
Chiswick. 

-W. Rothenstein, ii, Oak Hill Park, Frognal, N.W, 

Charles Rowley, J.P., Handforth, Cheshire, 

F. G. Rucker, 2, Dr. Johnson's Buildings, Inner Temple Lane, E.C, 
C. G. Russell, The Lygon Arms, Broadway Worcestershire. 

S. B, Russell, The Lygon Arms, Broadway, Worcestershire, 

The Lady Margaret Sackville, Inchmery, Exhury, Southampton. 
Edmund Sandars, 33, Grey Coat Gardens, Westminster, S.TF. 
Harold Sands, S.P'.A., Bernersmede, Carlisle Road, Eastbourne, 
Sussex. 

M. A. Sands, Ebrington Hall, Campden, Glos, 

Mrs. M, A. Sands, Ebrington Hall, Campden, Glos. 

Sir J. E. Sandys, Litt. D., Merton House, Cambridge. 

Frank Sanguinetti, Ealing Dean, W. 

S. H. Scott, The Yews, Windermere. 
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Miss Scull, St, EdmundSyWovsley Road^Hampstead, N.W. 

Mrs. G. Bernard Shaw, lo, Adelphi Terrace^ W,C. 

Arthur W. Sheard, A ukland Road, Doncaster. 

Gilbevt SheldoUy High Park, Bideford, 

Miss L. Sheldon, High Park, Bideford. 

The Rt. Rev. the Lord Bishop of Sheffield, Sheffield. 

William Simmons, lo, John Street, Adelphi, W.C. 

John H. Skilbeck, 6 , Carlton Hill, S. John's Wood, N.W. 

Miss Slade, Plillcote, Hook Hill, Sanderstead, Surrey. 

Mrs. Sloane, 13, Welford Road, Leicester. 

J. B. Marsden Smedley, Lea Green, near Matlock. 

Horace Smith, Ivy Bank, Beckenham, Kent. 

Sir H. Lewellyn Smith, K.C.B., Oakfield Lodge, Ashstcad. 

Owen Hugh Smith, Langhain House, Oakham. 

R. Catterson Smith, 16, Frederick Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Miss Caldwell Smith, 33, St. John's Road, Putney, S.fF. 

Miss Leigh Smith, Campagne, Montfeld, Mustapha Supcricur, 
Algeria, 

Joseph E. Southall, 13, Charlotte Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Robert Spence, 29, Greville Road, N. W. 

Charles Spooner, F.R.LB.A., Eyot Cottage, Chiswick Mall, W. 

T. Stallybrass, 21, Mount Street, New Brighton, Liverpool. 
Mrs. Starkie, H untroy de, Padiham, Lancs, 

Miss C. F. Stevens, Trong, Norton Way, LeteJmorth. 

Miss Sterling, 18, Sheffield Terrace, Kensington. 

J. Ashby Sterry, 8, St. Martin's Place, Trafalgar Square, W.C. 
Mrs. J. J. Stevenson, 4, Porchester Gardens, W. 

Philip Sidney Stott, Broomhurst, Oldham. 

Mrs. R. Stanley Strouts, Singleton Manor, Great Chart, Ashford, 
Kent. 

West Surrey Society (Hon. Secretary, W. F. Rawnsley, Shamley 
Green, G^dldford). 

Mrs. James Stuart, 24.,Grosveftor Road, S. W. / and Carrow Abbey, 
Norwich, 
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Mrs. G. T. Talbot, Tyn-y-ffynoii, Barmouth, N. Wales. 

George W. Taylor, Pickenham Hall, Swaffham, Norfolk. 

Rev Henry Taylor, Great Barton Vicarage, Bury St. Edmunds. 

#R Minton Taylor, ^'Mansfield,” Whitehall Rd.,Harrow-on4he-Hill. 
•:=Mrs. Thicknesse, 4, Cambridge Place, Kensingtoti, W. 

Rev. T. F. Thistleton-Dyer, Bayfield, Holt, Norfolk. 

Mrs. Roby Thorpe, Stowe House, Lichfield. 

Mrs. Charles R. Thursby. 

Mrs. H. Thornhill Timmins, Thornhill, Westfield Road, Edghaston. 

E. D. Till, The Priory, Eynsford, Kent. 

H. Avary Tipping, F.S.A., Mounion House, Chepstow. 

Hon. Denis P. Tolleniache, Capt., 7th Hussars, Bachelors' Club. 
Hon. Grace Tollemache, Hanover Court, Hanover Street, W. 
Walter Tomlinson, Orion, Birchiugton-on-Sea. 

Professor Tout, Owens College, Manchester ; 

Road, Withington, Manchester. 

Miss Townsend,yr/w Close, Salisbury. 

Miss Townshend, 39, Kensington Square, W. 

H. J.Tozer, 12, Chepstow Villas, W. 

Mrs. H. J. Tozer, 12, Chepstow Villas, W. 

H. M. O. Travers, i, Bath Road, Bedford Park, W. 

G G T. Treherne, 26, Brunswick Gardens, Cainpden Hill, W. 

Sir Frederick Treves, Bart., G.C.V.O., C.B., LL.B., '1 hatched 
House Lodge, Richmond Park, Kingston-on-Thames. 

Sir Edward Troup, K.C.B., 44 , Grosvenor Read, Westminster, 

S.W. 

■■■■F. W. Troup, F.R.I.B.A., 14, Gray’s Inn Square, W.C. 

Owen S. Tudor, Friday’s Hill, Haslemere, Surrey. 

Peveril Turnbull, Sandybrook Hall, AsKbotmie. 

Rev G. F.T. Turner, Hoveringham, Notts. 

Thackeray Turner, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 20, Buckingham Street, 
Adeiphi, W.C. (Chairman o£ Committee.) 

Miss Marjorie Turner, Westbrook, Godaiming. 

Miss Ruth Turner, Westbrook, Godaiming. 
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Christopher H. 'tnmoVy Pmton Hall, IVmgby, Lines. 

John R. Twisden, Gray's Inn Square, W.C. 

T. Fisher Unwin, Oatscroft, Heyshott, Midhursf, Sussex. 

Mrs. Fisher Unwin, Oatscroft, Heyshott, Midhurst, Sussex. 

W. H. Urwick, Great Tower Street, E.C. 

Rev. James Vatcher, The Vicarage, Clare, Suffolk. (Hon. Mem.) 
Rev. Sydney Vatcher, St. Philip's Vicarage, London Hospital, 
Stepney, E. 

E. L. Vaughan, Eto 7 i College, Windsor. 

H. J. Venning, F.S.L, 5, 

Allan F. Vigers, 4, Frederick's Place, Old Jewry, E.C. 

La.dy Helen Vincent, Esher Place, Esher. 

Alfred O. Walker, Ulcomhe Place, near Maidstone, Kefit. 

Rev. C. Walker, The Vicarage, St. Giles' in the Wood, Torrington, 
N. Devon. 

Rev. F. G. Walker, 21, St. Andrew's Street, Cambridge. 

'•"Emery Walker, F.S.A., 7, Hammersmith Terrace, W. 

F. W. Waller, F.R.I.B.A., 17, College Green, Gloucester. 

Mrs. Waller, 32, Grove End Road, N.W. 

A. G. Waller, 32, Grove End Road, N.W. 

William C, Ward, 2, Church Terrace, Richmond, Surrey. 

Edward Warren, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A,, 20, Bedford Square, W.C. 
Alfred Watkins, Vineyard Croft, Hereford. 

Guthrie F. Watson, 7, Hanover Square, W. 

Mrs. G. F. Watts, Limnerslease, Compton, Surrey. 

James Watts, Abney Hall, Cheadle, Cheshire. 

Lawrence Weaver, Country Life " Offices, 20, Tavistock Street, 
W.C. 

"'“Philip Webb, Caxtons, Worth, by Crawley, Sussex. 

Geo. M. Weekley, 2, Garden Court, Temple, E.C. 

'•William Weir, Morningside, Station Road, WincJimore Hill, N. 

Lord Gerald Wellesley, Apsley House, Piccadilly, W. 

=^"A. Randall Wells, 88, Horseferry Road, Westminster, S. W. 

-R. Douglas Wells, F.R.LB.A., 5, Bedford Row, W.C. 

98 


Denham Westmacot, i, Whilehall Place, 

sF. A. White, 170, Queen's Gate, S.IF. 

Wooltner White, Salle Park, Norfolk. 

Mrs. W'hite, Ivy Bank, Beckenham. 

Richard H. Whiteing, 3, Ladygate, Beverley. 

James Wliitfield, Forest Road, Moseley, Birmingham. 

Arthur Wightman, 14, George Street, Sheffield. 

Henry Whitworth, Parke, Bovey Tracey, S. Devon. 

Chas. F. Wike, Town Hall, Sheffield. 

Norman Wilkinson, i. Riverside, Chiswick Mall, W. 

Mrs. de Lancey Williams, Wainsford, Lymington, Hants. 

Miss E. L. Wilks, 86, Sloane Street, S.TF. 

James Williams, Comhe Cottage, Purley Downs, Parley. 

P. Williams, West Woodhay,Nett'biiry. 

Clough Williams-Ellis, Arundel House, Victoria Embankment, 

w.c. 

G. C. Williamson, Litt.D., Burgh House, Well Walk, Hampstead. 
Mrs. Wills, Rotherhill, Stedham, Midhurst. 

Denis M. Wilson, Rivers Lodge, Harpenden, Herts. 

*Charles C. Winmill. 

Mrs. Charles C. Winmill. 

Robert C. Witt, 27, Connaught Square, Hyde Park, W. 

Mrs. Gordon Woodhouse. 

Wm. Wright, One Ash, near Loughborough. 

Miss Harriot Yorke, 190, Marylebone Road, N.W. 

Lady Younghusband, 3, Buckingham Gate, S.JF. 

Count ZoTzi, Venice. (Hon. Mem. 

Philips M. Johnston, Sussex Lodge, Champion Hill, S.IF. 

If any Member finds names or addresses incorrectly, given 
the Secretary will be obliged by the error being pointed out to 
him, 
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Obituary. 


The Society regrets the loss by death of the following 
members : — 

John Belcher, R.A. 

Rev. Oswald Birch all. 

George Dunn. 

The Rev. Canon Jessop, D.D. 

F.D. Millet. 

Mrs. William Morris. 

Malcolm G. Powell. 

H. Richardson. 

Sir J. C. Robinson. 


Society for tbc protection of Hncient Builbings 


When fined this leaf should be torn from the Report and forwarded to the 
Secretary, A. R. Powys, 20, Buckingham Street, Adelphi, W.C. 

Names and Addresses of persons toho, in my opinion, would be 
interested to see a copy of the Report of the Society. You may mention 
my name to those mUrhedf 


Signed. 
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[the following are the principles of the Society for the 

PROTECTION of ANCIENT BUILDINGS AS SET FORTH UPON ITS 
FOUNDATION IN 1877, AND WHICH ARE HERE REPRINTED IN 
1915 WITHOUT ALTERATION.] 

A Society coming before the public with such a name 
as that above written must needs explain how, and why, it 
proposes to protect those ancient buildings which, to most 
people doubtless, seem to have so many and such excellent 
protectors. This, then, is the explanation we offer. 

No doubt within the last fifty years a new interest, almost 
like another sense, has arisen in these ancient monuments of 
art; and they have become the subject of one of the most in- 
teresting of studies, and of an enthusiasm, religious, histori- 
cal, artistic, which is one of the undoubted gains of our time ; 
yet we think, that if the present treatment of them be con- 
tinued, our descendants will find them useless for study and 
chilling to enthusiasm. We think that those last fifty years 
of knowledge and attention have done more for their des- 
truction than all the foregoing centuries of revolution, vio- 
lence, and contempt. 
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For Architecture, long decaying, died out, as a popular 
art at least, just as the knowledge of niediseval art wasborn. 
So that the civilised world of the nineteenth century has no 
style of its own amidst its wide knowledge of the styles of 
other centuries. From this lack and this gain arose in men’s 
minds the strange idea of the Restoration of ancient build- 
ings ; and a strange and most fatal idea, which by its very 
name implies that it is possible to strip from a building this, 
that, and the other part of its history — -of its life that is, and 
then to stay the hand at some arbitrary point, and leave it 
still historical, living, and even as it once was. 

In early times this kind of forgery was impossible, be- 
cause knowledge failed the builders, or perhaps because 
instinct held them back. If repairs were needed, if ambi- 
tion or piety pricked on to change, that change was of ne- 
cessity wrought in the unmistakable fashion of the time ; 
a church of the eleventh century might be added to or altered 
in the twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, 
or even the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries ; but every 
change, whatever history it destroyed, left history in the gap, 
and was alive with the spirit of the deeds done midst its fash- 
ioning. The result of all this was often a building in which 
the many changes, though harsh and visible enough, were 
by their very contrast, interesting and instructive and could 
by no possibility mislead. But those who make the changes 
wrought in our day under the name of Restoration, while 
professing to bring back a building to the best time of its 
history, have no guide but each his own individual whim to 
point out to them what isadmirable and what contemptible; 
while the very nature of their task compels them to destroy 
something and to supply the gap by imagining what the 
earlier buildersshouldormighthavedone. Moreover in the 
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courseof this double process of destruction and addition the 
whole surface of the building is necessarily tampered with; 
so that the appearance of antiquity is takenawayfrom such 
old parts of the fabrics as are left, and there is no laying to 
rest in the spectator the suspicion of what may have been 
lost ; and in short, a feeble and lifeless forgery is the final 
result of all the wasted labour. 

It is sad to say, that in this manner most of the bigger 
Minsters, andavastnumber of more humble buildings, both 
in England and on the Continent, have been dealt with by 
men of talent often, and worthy of better employment, but 
deaf to the claims of poetry and history in the highest sense 
of the words. 

For what is left we plead before our architects themselves, 
before the official guardians of buildings, and before the 
public generally, and we pray them to remember how much 
is gone of the religion, thought and manners of time past, 
never by almost universal consent, to be Restored ; and to 
consider whether it be possible to Restore those buildings, 
the living spirit of which, it cannot be too often repeated, 
was an inseparable part of that religion and thought, and 
those past manners. F or our part we assure them fearless- 
ly, that of all the Restorations yet undertaken the worst have 
meant the reckless stripping a building of some of its most 
interesting material features; while the best have their ex- 
act analogy in the Restoration of an old picture, where the 
partly perished work of the ancient craftsmaster has been 
made neat and smooth by the tricky hand of some unoriginal 
and thoughtless hack of to-day. If, for the rest, it be asked 
us to specify what kind of amount of art, style, or other in- 
terest in a building, makes it worth protecting, we answer, 
Anything which can be looked on as. artistic, picturesque, 
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historical, antique, or substantial : any work, in short, over 
which educated artistic people would think it worth while 
to argue at all. 

It is for all these buildings, therefore, of all times and 
styles, that we plead, and call upon those who have to deal 
with them, to put Protection in the place of Restoration, to 
stave off decay by daily care, to prop a perilous wail or mend 
a leaky roof by such means as are obviously meant for sup- 
port or covering, and show no pretence of other art, and 
otherwise to resist all tampering with either the fabric or 
ornament of the building as it stands ; if it has become in- 
convenient for its present use, to raise another building 
rather than alter or enlarge the old one in fine to treat our 
ancient buildings as monuments of a byegone art, created 
by byegone manners, that modern art cannot meddle with 
without destroying. 

Thus, and thus only, shall we escape the reproach of our 
learning being turned into a snare to us ; thus, and thusonly, 
can we protect our ancient buildings, and hand them down 
instructive and venerable to those that come after us. 


♦ Note.— A s the Committee finds this point has been frequently 
misinterpreted, it decides to add the following note ; October, 1912 ; 

Where the population of a parish has increased and there are no 
signs of further increase if the Church has not sufficient accom- 
modation, it must, obviously, be enlarged. On the other hand, 
where there is a steady increase of population, it is a thoroughly 
wasteful and objectionable policy to enlarge the Church. Many 
a Church has been enlarged out of all recognition and still been 
found inadequate, and a new one has had to be built as well. 
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Those of the Society’s members who con- 
template making contributions to any work 
of repair, will greatly strengthen the Society’s 
position by making their gifts conditional upon 
the work being done in accordance with the 
Society’s views. 

Information on any case can be obtained 
from the Secretary, who will be pleased to 
forward any contributions members may 
desire to make through the Society, or to 
have information of contributions forwarded 
direct. 



INTRODUCTION. 

B efore speaking of the work done by the Society 
during the year, the Committee wishes to inform 
the members that the Secretary, Mr. A. R. Powys, has 
accepteda commission in the 1 IthBattalionof the Yorkshire 
Regiment and it has been thought right to continue his pay 
during his absence, Mr. Thackeray Turner having under- 
taken to do his work. 

During recent years more of those buildings of minor 
importance which lend to a town or village its peculiar tone 
and character have been destroyed than in any previous 
period. 

In example of this the following cases may be cited. 

At Petersfield, Hants, an Elizabethan house in the 
Market Place known as Castle House has been completely 
demolished. The old house on the south side of the High 
Street in the same town has changed hands during the year 
and the Committee sincerely hopes thenew owner will treat 
it sympathetically but it has no guarantee that this will be 
so. 

At Billingshurst, in Sussex, a fine old house has been 
cleared away and it is rumoured has been erected on a new 
site elsewhere. In any case, its loss is greatly to be regretted 
as, even if it has been re-erected, it has lost the charm it 
possessed in its original position. 

At Tam worth in Staffordshire, a block of old almshouses 
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H utchinson photoy'rripher 


By kind permission of the “Sphere” 


OLD HOUSES AT SELBY, YORKS 


Hutchinson photofjraphei 


NEW POST OFFICE AT SELBY, ON SITE OF ABOVE 
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The Committee thinks members may be interested in 
the following extract from one of the replies received in 
acknowledgment of the Reports. 

I am much obliged for the Reports on the Churches of 
Breage and Germoe which you have forwarded to me. 

'' It would have been well if your advice had been taken 
both from the point of view of beautiful architecture and 
utility. . . . The hand of the Philistine has been heavy on 
the beautiful Church of Breage. Why did you not at the 
time call the attention of the authorities to the matter ? 
No faculty could have been obtained for the Stone Altars 
and much else included in the restoration. The true char- 
acter of the Church here has been lost, luckily at Germoe 
the hand of the spoiler was stayed.” 

Old Buildings in the Area. • 

In September last, this Society approached the American 
Ambassador who forwarded a letter on its behalf to the 
President of the United States asking that representations 
should be made to the German Government to protect works 

of art in the war area. 

The difficulties of the situation are obviously very great 
andthe result of these representations seems to be negative. 

The question of how to deal with old buildings which have 
been damaged or destroyed has many points of controversy 
which can hardly be settled at the present time. 

The following is a brief account of a meeting when the 
matter was discussed. 

On Thursday, 25th February, 1915, Monsieur Victor 
Horta, Director of the Royal Academy of Fine Arts, at 
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Monsieur Horta said that, when Pp=,.o 
B elgium would be faced with a great oroW 

presentseekingshelterelsewhere,would?eSrn ° 

of the country no houses remained standing 
suffer in consequence. Buildings would he hastitv 
by financiers, not by the GoverLent anIrS f 
cal solution of the difficulty would be to build h” ^ 
more or less temporary nature until th^ ’ of a 

less pressing. immediate need is 

Proceeding, Monsieur Horta g-ave a hri^f 

ero»th of Architectore in BelgiL and Ihi “1 

=c*eiL3"“~-~ 

tnnately nmny of these bnfld"grd”nM o”””' ‘’f 
sphere of the period they pnrportto repteLmT 

andthat, having, 

die as, like man himoiAlf oii u ^ beallowed to 

Monsieur 

Dinant Cathedral. Unhan d ^ofoi^mg to 

suffered terribly. ' Its perfeit^to '®'^.°”'^®’^^"^^'^ildinghas 

seriously damagedandnoonecaZr:^^^^^^^^^ 
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a modern Cathedral with all its possible faults than try to 
restore such a masterpiece as Dinant Cathedral. 

Nevertheless, some old buildings will have to be made 
fit to serve the purposes'for which they are intended and 
these should be repaired by adding parts characteristic of 
to-day. All one can ask of an architect is sincerity, and in 
dealing with the devastated buildings a chosen architect 
should be allowed freedom to rebuild according to histaste. 

Monsieur Horta personally considered that the traces 
of War should not be altogether removed but the ruined 
buildings should remain as they are as a lesson to future 
generations. Men forget — but monuments remember for 
ever. Such abuilding as the Cloth Hall at Ypres will stand 
for ever as a living example of the horrors of warfare. 

In answer to a question as to whether it would be advis- 
able to treat the Cloth Hall in such a way as to reproduce 
the whole block, without closely following the detail. Mon- 
sieur Horta was of opinion that it should be left alone, as a 
loverofartcould picture in his imagination theabsent parts. 

In conclusion. Monsieur Horta admitted that his views 
were quite exceptional in Belgium, no Society such as our 
own existing in that country, andal though he alone is fighting 
against restoration, he was confident his efforts would even- 
tually meet with success as he was educating the great 
architects of the future and, if the Belgian Government 
refused to adopt his principles, its work would be ultimately 
undone. 

Onbehalf of the Committee, the Chairman thanked Mon- 
sieurHortaandinvitedhimtobecoraean Honorary Member 
of the Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings. 
Monsieur Horta responded and expressed his appreciation 
of the honour done to him. 


15 


CARE OF ANCIENT CHURCHES. 


archbishops; COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 

In the Introduction to our last year’s Report we gave an 

account of a deputation which waited upon the Archbishops 
of Canterbury and York. Since then the Committee, which 
was appointed by theirGracestogointothe wholequestion, 
has presented its Report, of which abrief summary appeared 
in The Times ol the 6th December, 1914. 

The Committee of this Society thinks the Report so 
important and so misleading as regards the position which 
the Society holds that it reprints the summary here together 
with the reply which it sent to the Ancient Monuments 
Committee. The reply was acknowledged but never 
answered and we feel that no satisfactory answer was 
possible. 

In June of last year the Archbishops of Canterbury and York 
requested Sir Lewis Dibdin, as the Dean of the Arches, in con- 
junction with other Diocesan Chancellors, to ascertain and re- 
port on the steps taken on the issue of faculties for the protection 
of Church fabrics which have to undergo repair or alteration. 
Sir Alfred B. Kempe and Sir Charles E. H. Chad wyck- Healey 
acted with Sir Lewis Dibdin as a Committee, and they have now 
presented their report. 

The Committee received replies to a series of questions they 
addressed to every Bishop and Chancellor in England and 
Wales, while Mr. Walter Tapper and Mr. Ernest Newton, 
nominated for the purpose by the then President of the Royal 
Institution of British Architects, as well as Mr. W. D. Caroe, 
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Architect to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, gave the Com- 
mittee the benefit of their experience and judgment, A memorial 
which had been presented to the Archbishops by the Society for 
the Protection of Ancient Buildings, together with a list of forty 
churches where “destructive work” was alleged to have been 
“carried out under a faculty since 1896,” were also considered. 
The Committee express their special appreciation of the valu* 
able statement and evidence of Canon G. M. Livett, Hon. Editor 
of Archceologia Cantiana. 

The Committee state that churches and their contents are 
legally under the care of the Bishop of the Diocese as Ordinary, 
and those delegated to act on his behalf. His jurisdiction, exer- . 
cised by the Chancellor in the Consistory Court of the Diocese, 
extends to the control of every change which affects thestruc- 

ture, appearance, ornaments, decoration, or furniture of a church 

though in practice it is not asserted in small matters of repair or 
furnishing. The report, however, points out that it would be im- 
possible for churchwardens to discharge their duty of seeing to 
the upkeep of churches unless some authority independent of, 
or delegated by, the Ordinary were recognised as inherent in 
their office. Its extent is to be defined rather by common assent 
in particular cases than by the general -application of precise 
rules. But if a substantial alteration — even by way of repair, 
e,g., an entirely new roof—is contemplated, the licence or faculty 
of the Ordinary is necessary. Especially is this the case with re- 
gard to so-called repairs to ancient work which if carried out 
might impair or otherwise affect, historical or artistic tradition. 
If an incumbent, churchwardens, or vestry be in doubt whether 
a particular work is substantial enough to require a faculty, the 
view of tiie Ordinary should be sought and must prevail, because 
his jurisdiction extends to all changes, and the limits of its exer- 
cise are determined rather by his discretion than by express 
law. 

“ Destructive Work.” 

The Committee further state that:-*“The matters for judicial 
consideration by the Chancellor in coming to a decision on any 
application for a faculty (whether unopposed or opposed) are: 
(i) Whether the proposed change is in accordance with ecclesi- 
astical law ; (2) Whether in the particular circumstance it is 
desirable.” Faculties involving considerable alteration or reno- 
vation of ancient churches are not granted unless an architect 
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of recognised position recommends the work and supervises its 
execution. But there exists no uniform or official^ recognised 
machinery by which the Court can obtain skilled and indepen- 
dent advice upon archaeological, architectural, and artistic ques- 
tions arising on applications for faculties. This, in the opinion 
of the Committee, is a defect which is not fully met, though cer- 
tain precautions are usually taken by the Chancellors, who are 
conversant with ecclesiastical law, but not necessarily experts 
in archaeology. It is, the Committee declares, a matter of con- 
gratulation that the faculty jurisdiction is judiciously and care- 
fully exercised and has been largely effective, especially during 
the last twenty or thirty years, in preventing ill-considered 
changes in the fabrics of ancient parish churches. 


PROTECTION OF ANCIENT BUILDINGS. 

With regard to the list of forty churches submitted to the 
Archbishops and described by the Society for the Protection of 
Ancient Buildings as cases where destructive work has been car- 
ried out under a faculty since 1S96, the Committee find that in 
twenty-one out of the forty cases named no faculty was obtained. 

The alleged instances, therefore, of “ destructive work ” done 
“ under a faculty” must in any view be reduced to less than one- 
half the proposed number. An examination of the list in detail 
leads to startling results. In one case the only criticism is that 
the church was “entirely ‘restored’ by Bodly” (sir). By “Bodly” 
is meant the late G. F. Bodley, R. A., and the inference seems to 
be that any works suggested by this eminent architect must be 
harmful. As a matter of fact, the works were of enlargement and 
adornment rather than “restoration,” and were very carefully 
considered by the Chancellor. In another case not only was no 
faculty granted, but the list is blank as to the nature of the work 
and the objection to it. In eighteen of the nineteen cas^s where 
faculties were obtained well-known architects were employed — 
tf.g., the late Mr. Hodgson Fowler, Sir Thomas Jackson, the late 
Mr. Bodley, Mr. Comper, and Mr. Currey. In the nineteenth 
case the faculty was not for architectural work but for stained- 
glass windows. In ten of the nineteen cases the allegations of 
the Society are categorically denied by those on the spot with 
intimate knowledge of and responsibility for the churches con- 
cerned. In another case (one of the non-faculty group) complaint 
is made of the refacing of an ancient wail, which, however, seerqs 
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to have been erected almost within living memory— about 

i8i8. 

Attention is drawn to the fact that two conditions must b^e ful- 
filled in dealing with churches. Theprimary purpose of a parish 
church is to provide a suitable place for public worship, ade- 
quate for the needs of the parishoners. Secondly, a distinction 
must be made between the admitted conclusions of architec- 
tural science and antiquarian research and views on those sub- 
jects which, however strongly held by individuals, are not uni- 
versally accepted. 

Insistence on the Need of Faculties. 

The Committee make several suggestions for the improve- 
ment of procedure in faculty suits, for preventive measures, for 
the supervision of works after the issue of a faculty, and for 
securing additional coercive power. Only in the case of two of 
these recommendations would an Act of Parliament be neces- 
sary for their effective adoption. In making their recommenda- 
tions the Committee have considered how the machinery of the 
Consistory Courts may be made more effective for the protection 
of ancient churches from neglect or ill-advised alterations. But 
they add, “ It is plain that no machinery, however perfect, will 
be of the smallest use for this purpose unless it be used. The 
Chancellor may sit in his Court ; he may deal with matters when 
they come before him with admirable knowledge and judg- 
ment ; the procedure of the Court may be simple, speedy, effec- 
tive, and inexpensive ; but all will be to no purpose for the pro- 
tection of ancient churches unless, first, those who desire to 
restore or alter or add to them are induced to enter the Court, 
or, in other words, are compelled to apply for a faculty ; and un- 
less, secondly, the orders made and the faculties granted by the 
Court are properly carried out. The Committee desire to ex- 
press their emphatic opinion that these two matters are of far 
greater importance and urgency than any improvement of the 
existing faculty procedure and even than the formation of ad- 
visory bodies.” 

There is reason to fear,” the report proceeds, “ that a con- 
siderable proportion of the works undertaken with regard to 
parish churches are, as a matter of fact, executed without facul- 
ty — that is to say, without the control of any public authqrity. 
The list of forty churches to which reference has already been 
made, however ineffectual as evidence of the failure of faculties, 
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wlien grantecl,to accomplish their purpose, is important as show- 
iu^ how often faculties are omitted altogetliei*.” 

In the opinion of the Committee the machinery of the Con- 
sistory Courts for the proper consideration and decision of cases 
sulnnitted to them can, without much difficulty or change, be 
made reasonably effective by the joint action of the Bishops and 
Chancellors. Butin order to make it adequate for the protection 
of ancient churches it is necessary to enforce (r) applications 
for {acuities in all proper cases and ( 2 ) the due observance 
of faculties when granted. The fulfil meiit of these conditions 
can only be secured by the direct and sustained efforts of the 
Bishops themselves, first and chiefly by using their very large 
powers of influence and persuasion, and secondly, if and when 
necessary, by coercive proceedings to compel obedience to the 
law. 


igth December, 1914. 

The Secretary, The A iicienf ^fonumtiits Committee, 

Sir, 

I am desired by my Committee to thank you for the Re- 
port ofthe Ancient Monuments (Churches) Committee to their 
Graces the Lord Archbishops of Canterbury and York. 

My Committee appreciates the document as being one of great 
importance and it welcomes the evidence it contains of the in- 
creasing care the Church takes of her valuable property in old 
buildings. 

I am further to refer to the criticism in it of certain documents 
prepared by this Society and of the principles underlying these 
documents. Is the Ancient Monuments Committee aware that 
the pq^ers prepared by the Society for the Protection of Ancient 
Buildings, namely the Notes and List ” to which official refer- 
ence is made in your Report, were drawn up as a memorandum 
for use by the depatation to the Archbishops on the day when 
their Graces received the representatives of this Society, and 
were only of the nature of an index to be supplemented on that 
occasion by oral explanations with the help of correspondence 
and large volumes of photographs taken to Lambeth forthepur- 
pose ? Even if your Committee was not fully informed of these 
tacts, the “ Notes and List ” show obviously on the face of them 
that they were not complete nor “ formal ” documents. Your 
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Coiniuittee noticed this but, instead o£ inferring that an index 
was intended as an index, expressed regret that “our aim had 
not found more decorous expression.” This perverse misreading 
underlies the whole of your Committee’s criticism of our List. 

My Committee could have wished therefore that, before com- 
ing to definite conclusions on the cases mentioned so briefly in 

the list of forty churches,” further evidence for the grounds 
which led it to mention these cases had been asked from it. The 
Ancient Monuments Committee evidently realised the brevity 
with which these cases were stated and must have known the 
Society would not have referred to these cases if the note, which 
accompanied each, had been all that it had before it on which to 
form an opinion. My Committee feels that it has been unfairly 
used on these grounds, though it must be understood that it con- 
siders this of little importance in comparison with the excellence 
of the work which the Ancient Monuments Committee has un- 
dertaken and already accomplished. 

Referring to the Report and to some of those points on which 
my Committee thinks more information should have been asked 
from it. 

As regards the cases erroneously included in the “ List ” as 
having been carried out under a faculty, my Committee regrets 
that it was misinformed. It had not thought it possible that in 
twenty-one out of forty cases mentioned, work of so much im- 
portance could have been carried out without a faculty, that is 
to say, without the control of any public authority. It rejoices 
to find that your Report recommends steps being taken to pre- 
vent this happening in future. 

The Report refers to the case of Elvaston Church, which was 
“ entirely restored ” by the late Mr. Bodley. The inference read 
by the Ancient Monuments Committee into this statement, 
namely that any works suggested by this eminent architect must 
be harmful, is hardly fair. The Ancient Monuments Committee 
should realise that it is “ restoration ” to which the Society ob- 
jects and not Mr. Bodley. In one of the documents which my 
Committee believes the Ancient Monuments Committee has in 
its possession, namely “ Notes of the chief points to be laid be- 
fore his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury and his Grace the 
Archbishop of York on the i6th J uly, 1913, at 1 1.30 a.m., at Lam- 
beth,” paragraph 16, will be found the explanation of the refer- 
ence to Mr. Bodley, for the case is an instance of work being 
carried out by a well-known architect in an ancient building and 
reducing both its historic and artistic value. 
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It is acknowledged that architects, in theiirst rank of the pro- 
fession, havein time past done much harm by their treatment of 
old churches, witness some of the works of Sir Gilbert Scoff 
R.A., Mr*G. E. Street, R.A„and Mr. J. L. Pearson, R.a" The 
meaning of thiscase is that the fame of an architect is not securitv 
against like treatment. If the Ancient Monuments Committee 
approves the work done at Elvaston Church, this Society will re- 
gretfully find itself holding a quite opposite opinion. The Ancient 
Monuments Committee states that “ as a matter of fact the old 
Church was enlarged and adorned.” This work is usually known 
to the public as restoration, but as this is a mis-use of the word 
inverted commas were used in the “ List ” to show this point’ 
Restoration, as regards buildings, in its true sense means there- 
placing of fallen or displaced members, stone, timber, iron or 
glass, in their original position. To renew is not to restore, and 
to adorn or enlarge is no more so, but the word is now so loosely 
used as to hold any of these meanings. ^ 

Referring to the Notes for the Memorial to the Archbishops 
it is clearly stated that the Society raises no objection to addi- 
tions to churches where no other means of obtaining accommo- 
dation for the congregation or the clergy can be found, but not 
otherwise. Again, it considers the features and characteristics 
ol a medieval church far more valuable than any modern 
adornments of it, which unfortunately, however good, ‘'cannot be 
inserted or added without disturbing the former qualities. 

My Committee believes that the Ancient Aloniiments Com- 
mitteewill agree with the principles involved here, and that it 
will even go further and admit that unhappily a mistake was 
made in the case of Elvaston Church. It is observed that a quo- 
tation is made of some words of Mr. Peers, which undoubtedly 
should have weight, but they are not in themselves evidence 
that he would have approved the work done at Elvaston or other 
churches on the “ List.” 

Case no. 19 was included in the list, but without any remark 
as the Society possesses a photograph, dated 1905, which it was 
proposed to produce to the Archbishops, but no opportunity 
occurred to do so. t rr j 

Referring to the sentence from the Report of the Ancient 
Monuments Committee “in eighteen or nineteen cases where 
faculties were obtained, well-known architects were emplo\’ed ” 
I am directed to draw your attention again to the Notes, para- 
graph 16, and to the reference already made to the subject in 
connection with Mr. Bodley, It is thought that the weight of the 
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evidence on these points will be sufficient to show tha t even well- 
known architects make mistakes. We may point out that an 
architect generally becomes well-known through his modern 
building and, on account of his reputation gained in this way, 
his opinion is accepted, and the nation loses a portion of the 

historic works of its early days. ^ 

Referring to the ten cases mentioned by name, my Committee 
would be glad of an opportunity of giving further evidence and 
it thinks it can produce categorical affirmation by disinterested 
persons with intimate knowledge to support its statements. It 
does not wish to make use of any unfair argument in its favour, 
but, since the works are all of recent date, it would suggest that 
some of the denials, referred to in the Report, were made by 
the persons who ordered or supported the various works, and 
whose opinions, therefore, are hardly likely to be other than 
favourable to the results. 

It would seem that only one more reference is necessary 
to this series of criticism, namely, to the case said to refer to 
stained glass alone. The nineteenth case in the “ List ” has no 
reference to stained glass so that it is thought that the criticism 
can only refer to Walpole St. Andrew, and therefore the following 
remarks concern this church. 

At Walpole St. Andrew, the east window was of the ntteeth or 
early sixteenth century workmanship. It had an even number 
of lights (four is the number stated), but the central dividing 
mullion was entirely removed and the tracery altered in order 
that stained glass, having a central picture, could be inserted. 
This can hardly be justified by any person or body who, like the 
Ancient Monuments Committee, are undoubtedly desirous to 
protect ancient work. ^ _ 

On p. 5 of the Report, in paragraph beginning “ There are two 
it is said that this Society , to be useful, must consider how 
to adapt an ancient building to modern uses. It is hardly neces- 
sary to say that the Society is fully aware of this but, at the same 
time, it does not forget the importance to the country and to the 
Church of an old building as a work of art and as living example 
of early history. The inference is that this Society does not con- 
sider how to adapt ancient buildings and the answer to this in- 
ference is to be found in the N otes before referred to. 

Again on p. 5 , as to Restoration.^ It is true that the Society 
does emphatically obj ect to restoration in the sense of an attempt 
to reproduce to-day the art of a long past century. It considers 
this process fundamentally wrong- 
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In the same paragraph it is stated that the Society holds that 
old stone should be repaired with tile. This is not the whole of 
the conclusion which the Society has reached. What the Society 
does advocate is that new materiai should not be out in until it 
becomes structurally necessary and that, when the time comes 
the quality of the material inserted should be such as will neces- 
sitate the least possible interference with the structure, as will 
make the work lasting and as will detract from the tone and 
character of the building as little as possible. The Society has 
found that tile satisfies these requirements in many cases b^ette'r 
than other materials. It is the principle and notthe means which 
IS the important matter. Once that is grasped the means of exe- 

cutmg the work satisfactorily are almost unlimited; 

^ My Committee would appreciate the confidence of the An- 
cient Monuments Committee if that body were willing to let it 
see the Appendices which are referred to’in the Report. 

As His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury and hIs Grace 
the Archbishop of York were so courteous as to receive a deou- 
tation from the Society, my Committee thinks it is entitled to 
send a copy of this letter to each of them. 

My Conimittee wishes me to add that it is most anxious to help 
the cifon now being made under such hopeful conditions and 
to give its services in whatever way may be 

thought useful. 

I remain, Sir, 

Yours faithfully, 

Secretary, 


The Committee would be glad to receive any back num- 
bers of the Annual Report for which members have no 
further use. 


the end of this issue will be found a perforated leaf 
which is inserted for the convenience of members "who wish 
the Secretary to send a copy of this report to any of their 
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The following notes on a few selected cases give general 
indication of the work done sincetheissueof thelast Annual 
Report. Should any member wish for further particulars 
of any of thecasesdescribed or mentioned in the Report, the 
Secretary will gladly supply them. 

Curfew Tower, Tarring. 

It is with pleasure that the Committee is able to report 
that the West window of the old Gateway to Barking Parish 
Church has been opened out and repaired in accordance 
with the Reportwhich itapproved. The Committee would, 
however, add that the surface of the walling is in need of 
preservative treatment in order to check the decay now in 
progress. 

Beverley IMinster. 

During the past year Canon Nolloth has installed a 

modern heatingapparatusintheMinster, fed fromafurnace 

house built against the North Transept, adjoining the 
foundations of the Chapter House. 

■ The Committee is glad to report that its local correspon- 
dent has informed it that every care has been taken todo no 
harm to the building in arrangingthepipesandthatthenew 
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heating chamber, although initselfanundesirableaddition 

is less offensive than might have been expected. ’ 

Bruton T)ovecol^'somn^^. 

In last year’s report, the Committee earnestly appealed 
for funds for the repair of this Dovecot in order that the 
building might be handed over to the National Trust. 
Though the response was not equal to what the Society 

had hoped, afactwhichwasprobablyduetothewar, enough 

money has been collected to undertake the most necessary 
work, and the Committee is glad to report that this is to be 
put in hand immediately. 

Fitzgerald Chapel, Buckland Church, Berks. 

Thework of repairtothefabricof thisChapel was under- 
taken dur ing 1 9 1 4, and in accordance wi th the Report dated 
August 1914, which gives the following description of the 
building. 

TheChapelformsthenorth transeptof Buckland Church 

and measures internally eighteen feet in width by twenty- 
one feet six inches in length. The walls are built of stone 
in thin courses,rough casted externally and plastered inter- 
nally. 

1 he north, east andwest walls contain three-lightwindows 
offourteenthcenturymsertion,withamouldedstringcourse 

underneath, aboutsevenfeetsix inchesabovethefloor. The 
east wall contains a piscina on the south side underneath 
the window. 

The pointed archway leading into the tower appears to 
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retain its original form but mfortunatelyitsjtija^nry has 

been renewed in recent years. 

Theroofisconstructedof oak A^teep pitch and covered 
with Stonesfield slates. Theyr/ters are supported on two 
purlins framed into three prMcipals constructed with good 
tie-beams and collars. The timbers, which are painted, 
appear sound but the battens supporting the slates seem to 

have perished. , ■ , 

Portions of the jambs and arches of two lancet windows 
have been exposed recently on the inside of the west wall. 
They appear to be the original thirteenth century windows 
with painted decoration on the jambs and head. 

The north wall contains indication of similar windows 

dealing with the repair of the walls, it was found on 
examination that the foundations are well constructed and 
of sufficient depth to ensure a solid footing. The angle 
buttresses at the north east corner had become undermined 
with the wet, and a good bed of cement concrete has been 
inserted under them and the solid portions of the buttresses 
pinned up in a secure manner. The cracks in the N.E. 
and N.W. angles have been repaired by the removal of the 
loose walling, from the inside face to the back of the outer 
face and the solid portions on each side bonded together. 
The work was done in short heights ata time, commencing 
from the bottom of .each crack and continued upwards to 
its full extent. 

The remaining portions of the two lancet windows in the 

westwall,oneithersideofthethree-lightfourteenthcentury 

window, have been carefully opened out by splaying off the 
angle of the filling in on the inside face of the wall. 1 he 
outer jambs of both lancets have disappeared, and only a 
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portion of one jamb and the arch over it in each window 
remainsontheinsidefaceofthewall. The old plaster, which 
remains on the surface, is hacked for a key to the modern 
plaster with which it was covered. It has been carefully 
cleaned, as far as the painted surface wouldallow of,andthe 
plaster repaired where necessary. Theangle of the. splay 
with the interior face of the wall is decorated with a shaft 
with cap and base, and the surfaceof the splay is covered with 
conventional flowers. The jambs of two similar windows 
in the north wall were found close to the angles and they 
have been opened out and exposed as far as possible. They 
are decorated in asimilar manner to those in the\yestwall. 

The east wall does not appear to have had any lancet 
windows in it, but on either side of the existing three-light 
fourteenth century window, shafts are painted on the sur- 
face of the plaster in imitation of the lancet windows in the 
opposite wall. Inthesouthangleof thewallanarrowpainted 
doorway was discovered on the outer face of the wall. It 
appears to be an original entrance and it has been left 
exposed. 

The modern roughcast on the exterior of the walls has 
been removed, and the thin courses of rubble walling re- 
pointed with lime mortar. The stone dressings to the 
buttresses and the windows have been repaired and re- 
pointed. 

In dealing with the roof, the stone slates were removed, 
and cleaned and repegged with oak pins, and the timbers 
have been repaired and strengthened with seasoned oak, 
scarfed and bolted to the remaining sound 'portions of the 
roof. 

On the completion of the repair, the colour wash was re- 
moved from the timbers with a stiff brush. The spaces in 
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l^etweeii the rafters have been plastered on laths nailed on 
the back of the rafters so that their full depthis seenbelow. 
The stone slates have been refixed on rent oak laths nailed 
to vertical battens fixed on the back of the rafters and the 
Id oak eaves gutter repaired and refixed in position. 

The plaster on the walls and the roof has been treated with 
twocoats of specially prepared limewash toned with colour. 

The fragments of old stained glass in the east window have 
been carefully releaded and refixed in position andthe glaz- 
ing of the outer windows cleaned and repaired. 

The tomb under the north window to Sir Edward Yate, 
Baronet, dated 1648, which was failing to pieces, has been 
carefully refixed and cleaned. The other monument at the 
north end of the west wall, to John Yate, dated 1658, has 
also been r e pai red and cleaned, and the large radiator against 
the west wall has been repainted a stone colour in place of 

the former red and gold. 

Thebrick chimney to the modern heatingchamber, which 

was carried up in the external angle on the west side of the 
Chapel, has been removed and a flue constructed in the 
wail of the nave and taken through the lead gutter behind 
the parapet. 

Church Tard Cross, Charlton Kings, Qlos. 

The two accompanying photographs illustrate what has 
befallen the old Churchyard Cross at Charlton Kings. One 
shews the old shaft surmounted by a new top and the other 
the old sundial termination which is nowplaced uponanew 
base some ten or fifteen yards away from the old cross. 
The Committee regards this case as a particularly unpar- 
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donable work of Restoration as the or igi nal structure was in 
good order. 

Charney Manor House^ "Berks. 

In lastyear’sreport it was stated that thishousehad been 
thoroughly repaired, and that the barns adjoining, which 
were very fine, were to be left intact. 

The Committee now has to report, with regret, that two 
of these have been destroyed in order to give more space in 
the garden and in order to avoid the expense of upkeep. 

"'"‘West End^"' Chiddingfold^ Surrey. 

This small house, situated in a charming little valley 

wateredbyastream,is an interestingexample of late mediae- 
val domestic work of the simple homely type. 

The original portion dates from about 1450. A wing to 

the South East was added about a hundred years after wards, 

and still further additions were made from time to time. 
Finally the building was converted into three cottages. 

The property then came into the market; and the pur- 
chaser, desiring to use the house as his residence, and keenly 
appreciative of the quiet beauty of the old building, sought 
the assistance of the Society in reference to the necessary 
alterations and the choice of an architect under whose care 
they might be made. 

^ In the course of carrying out the work something of the 
history of the fabric has been unravelled and several inter- 
esting features have come to light. The house makes a 
delightful home and will thus be preserved for many genera- 
tions. 


30 









Christchurch Triory. 

Tor the present it seems that the schemes for restoring 
the Lady Chapel are in abeyance. It will be remembered 
that the Committee definitely opposed any alteration to this 
building being undertaken since it is in thorough repair, 
and since, it appears, the Chapel is not needed for Church 
service. 


Jncient House^ Clavering^ Essex, 


This house, which contains a perfect specimen of Queen 
Anne panelling in one of the rooms and other interesting 
features dating from the sixteenth century, has atlast been 
bought by a lady who values old buildings, and put into 
habitable condition, tb e shop being converted into a drawing 
room. 

With a few exceptions this work has been satisfactorily 
carried out. The Committee wishes to make public acknow- 
ledgment of the courteous way in which its recommenda- 
tions were accepted by the present owner. 


Crediton Churchy Devon, 


The Committee is glad to report that the alterations and 
repairs, which it recommended at an earlier date, to the bell 
cage in the tower of Crediton Church have been satisfac- 
torily finished, 
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Old Buildings in (Cyprus. 

One of the effects of this otherwise dii 
Cyprus has come entirely under the cc 
Government, with the result that the - 
Monuments, Mr. George Jeffery, will be 
to exercise his authority than when the 
Turkish influence. 


lOeerhurst Church. 


Biorynan House, Exeter. 

The attention of the Society wascalled to 
of this interesting old house during the wid, 
Street. A member visited it, and a report 
lown Clerk, pointing out the value of the 
pleading for its preservation, 
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1 The Committee is glad to say that the City Councilhave 
expressed their desire for the preservation of thehouse,and 
it is hoped that the necessary funds to carry out the works of 
repair will be obtained, and the safety of the house ensured. 

I 

Poivlescmbe Manor, T)evon. 

This old Manor house has fallen on bad times and presents 
a most melancholy picture. It has suffered from the hand 
of the restorer ” and now is fast dropping to pieces owing 
to neglect. The Hall is the only room worthy of notice but 
it is undoubtedly deserving of attention. It contains a fine 
fireplace built of granite bearing the initials of members of 
the Fowel family. 

The Committee hopes that good fortune may still befall 
the old house and that its ancient features may be repaired 
and maintained in their present position. 

FramUngham Castle^ ^Sufolk, 

Two professional members of the Society visited this 
building during the recent repair and were kindly met by 
the Government Inspector of Ancient Monuments. 

The work in progress is on the whole in accordance with 
the princi pi es of the Society . Such minor points of di fference 
as exist between the methods adopted by H.M. Office of 
Works and those which this Society would have recom- 
mended are hardly greater than might be found in the work 
of different members of this Society, 
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S. Mary's Church, QuUdford. 

The groined apse of the Chapel of St. John on the north 
side of the chancel has the remains of original colour de- 
coration on the plastered cells of the vaulting. This had 
fallen into a state of decay, and was in urgent need of at- 
tention. The Society having been consulted, made a Report 

and advised as to the best method of dealing with the case. 
The recommendations embodied in the Report have now 
been carried out and everything possible has been done to 
preserve the old decoration and its plaster background. The 
purch generally has suffered from the mistaken zealof the 
‘ restorer” of fiftyyearsago ; oneof whose acts was to pave 
the Chancel with encaustic tilesof a sham medieval charac- 
ter. These have been removed and replaced by slabsof old 
Purbeck and Sussex marble with great gain to the appear- 
ance of the Sanctuary. 

Guildford Castle Kfep. , 

The stonework of the pier forming the South East Angle 
ofthe Norman Keep of Guildford Castle was rapidly decay- 
ing for the whole of its height and becameamatterof grave 
concern to the Corporation as custodians of the fabric. 

This pier is of rubble masonry (like the rest of the tower) 
with angle quoins of freestone. The quoins, very imper- 
fectly bonded into the structure and deeply weather-worn, 
werebecomingdetached. Largeportions had already fallen,’ 
others seemed likely to follow and the prospect became 
somewhat alarming. 
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The Corporation of Guildford seemed inclined to follow 
the procedure of about thirty years ago, when asimilar state 
of affairs arose at the corresponding pier on the North East 
Angle. This was then “restored” in the manner of thetime 
by rebuilding with entirely new stone dressings. 

The offer of adviceandhelpfromtheSocietyhavingbeen 
accepted, a scaffold was erected and a thorough examination 
made and the result of it embodiedina Report. The Guild- 
ford Corporation decided to follow the advice given in the 
Society’s Report; and the work has now been carried out 
most carefully by the Borough Surveyor in collaboration 
with an Architect member of the Society. 

The decayed stonework was cut out in small portions at 
a time, the missing parts being built up with thick hand- 
made roofing tiles, well bonded into the main walls of the 
structure, and the tile surface being partly covered with a 
him of lias lime mortar. The less decayed stonework re- 
ceived copious dressings of Baryta water; the Angle of the 
Tower is now perfectly sound and secure and shews little 
signs of having been interfered with. 

^Ancient Baryi^ Highworth^ Wilts. 

In spite of the many efforts made locally, the owner of 
this building found it impossible to maintain it in good order. 
The Society understands that he wished to do so and that 
he tried to secure this end. 

The Committee feels it is sad that the majority of people 
donotappreciatethe interest added to a village by buildings 
of this class. It would point out how necessary it is to pre- 
serve them if the characteristics of the countryside are to 
be upheld. 
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Hollesley Churchy Suffolk. 

The Committee learned that works of repair were imme- 
diately necessary to the Tower of this Church, the walls of 
which are fractured, not dangerously but certainly needing 
attention. Aportionofthe facingof the towerdirectly below 
the water shoot on the west side appeared likely to fall at 
any moment. 

The Society offered to send a professional member, who 
happened to be in the neighbourhood, to visit the building 
and to advise on its repair. The Architect, who had reported 
on the Towerto the Vicar, was unable to meet the Society’s 
representative on the spot. 

Certain suggestions were made by the Committee which 
were courteously received by the Architect in charge of the 
work. 

The War, however, prevented the collection of sufficient 
funds for the repair and the points of difference are still under 
discussion. 

Honey church Churchy Devon. 

The Committee is glad to report that the work of repair 
to this Church was satisfactorily carried out, the Architect 
in charge having consulted the Society, whose approval he 
obtained. 

mtngton Churchy Shipston-on-Stoury Worcs. 

A description of the work of repair to the Tower of this 
Church wasgiven in the Report of 191 1 and during last year 
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the following further repairs have been carried out in ac- 
cordance with the Society’s methods. 

The exterior of the Nave walls, which is faced with rubble 
stone, allowed of the wet penetrating through the defective 
pointing, also the displaced stone of the battiemented 
parapets. 

The south porch was in a similar state and the plaster on 
the inside was loose and falling off in places. 

The work of repointing the walls, and the refacing and 
repointing of the parapets, has been undertaken in a caref ul 
manner. 

The Church possesses a finely carved effigy of a priest, 
carved in sandstone, which was fixed against the outside of 
the north wall of the Chancel, where it was exposed to the 
damp and frost. It has been removed and placed inside the 
tower in a recumbent position. 

Ingksham Churchy Wilts. 

Thisbuilding, which has fortunately escaped restoration, 
isoneof singularbeautyandinterest. The Society reported 
on its condition and necessary works of repair in 1902 and 
again in 1908. 

The Vicar has informed the Society that, during last year, 
certain works of repair to the fabric, including the under- 
pinning of portions of the walls, have been undertaken. 

The Architect employed on the work was nominated by 
the Vicar and from the information received, the repairs 
appear to have been carried out satisfactorily and without 
loss of interest to the building. 


37 


REPORT, 1915 


K^dhigton Church, Suffolk. 

The Committee has learned that the work done at Ked- 
ington Church wasas follows : A channel wasputround the 
outside of the building on the north, east and south sides 
with a drain into the ditch on the west side of the Church- 
yard. At the same time external openings have been leftto 
ventilate the vaults under the Nave andChoir. These con- 
tain interesting lead coffins. Further the Committee is 
pleased to hear that the ivy has been destroyed. 

^he Shambles and St. Matgaret's Churchy KJng's 
Lynn. 

The removal of the Shambles illustrates what happens 
when an inoffensive, though not perhaps distinguished, 
building is removed from the walls of a beautiful media vai 
Church. New imitation buttresses, designed something in 
the manner of the restorers of the last century, have been 
added, the result being, not only the loss of the Shambles, 
but also damage to the old Church itself. 

King's Newnham Church Lower, Warwickshire. 

The Committee is glad to report that this Tower, which 
is the only part of the old Church now standing, has been 
successfully repaired at the cost of about £100. It may be 

remembered thattwoarchitects,—whoshallbenameless— 

previously condemned the building, being of opinion that 
the only course was to pull it down. 
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The Society is glad to beinapositiontoprintaletterfrom 
Mr. C. G, Bolam, agent for the Earl of Dalkeith on whose 
property the tower stands and who was particularly inter- 
ested in its repair. 

^'This Tower is now in excellent order. Therepairshave 
been carried out mostsatisfactorily and at a very reasonable 
cost. Much less than I anticipated. 

Everyone in the neighbourhood is pleased theTower is 

retained.’* 

}{irkstead Churchy Lincolnshire. 

The repair and strengtheningof this interesting building 
was completed in October, 1914. The work occupied five 
months and was carried out under the personal supervision 
of the Architect and in accordance with his report of 15th 
April, 1914. 

On examination the foundations proved to be most satis- 
factory, and no evidence was found of any settlements. 

The displacement of the side walls, owing to the thrust 
of the vaulting, starts at the ground level, and gradually in- 
creases to the extent of about nine inches. The two exterior 
buttresses against theside walls had evidently crushed their 
lower portion at the ground level in the movement, and were 
repaired withbrickworkabouttwocenturiesago. Thefoun- 
dations under three buttresses were found to be insufficient 
and they have been replaced in a substantial manner with 
cement concrete, on which the buttresses have been pinned 
up securely. The modern buttress near the east end of the 
north wall was built of magnesian limestone which the wet 
and frost had perished, and has been removed after the 
strengthening of the walls. 
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On examination of the modern roof, the timbers, which 
were of deal, were found to have perished through want of 

ventilationandanewroofofsteeperpitchwithgabJesateach 

end has beenconstructedinasubstantialmannerof English 

oak, and covered with hand-made tiles. The former roof 
appears to have been erected in 1849 as the date was found 
on the inside of the south wall, on the mortar under the wall 
plate, and again on the leadwork of the bell turret. 

The bell turret has been repaired and refixed on the new 
roof and the bell rehung in it. 

The work of repair was undertaken just in time to save 
the building from collapsing. The thrust of the vault\ras 

activeandthecrossanddiagonalribsweresobadlydisplaced 

that it is a wonder how they held up. There was no bond 
between the rib and the vaul t, and the mo vement had crushed 
the stones at the springing of the crossribs in a most critical 
manner. Most of the joints between the stones of the ribs 
were broken and the stones themselves displaced and only 
held together by a small portion of the stone at the back of 
the rib. The large carved bosses at the intersection of the 
diagonal ribs were found to have no bond with the vaulting 
and were only supported by the rib. 

The condition of the ribs and the bosses was so serious 
asto require immediate shoring to prevent them collapsing. 

T. he walls were badly cracked at the four angles of the 
building by the outward movement of the side walls and, 
but for the tie-rods, which had been inserted over the vault- 

ing,itisquestionab]eifthey wouldhaveheldup. Thethrust 
of the vault was concentrated at the springingwhich isabout 
halfway in their height and, as the walls yielded to the thrust, 
a space occurred between the vault and the upper portions 
of the walls. The space increased in the height of the vault 
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toiiine inches at the top, and it had been filled in with rubble 
wal 1 iiif? wb ich acted as a wedge in forcin gth e walls outwards. 

"I'lie repair and strengthening of the walls has been carried 
oiitby the removal of theloose and disintegrated portionson 
either side of the cracks, and the rebonding together of the 
L solid portions of the walls. The work was done from the 
' inside faces of the walls, commencing at the bottom and 
vvorkingupwards in short heightsat a time. In this manner 
Ihewalls have been thoroughly strengthened with as little 
interference to the original work as possible, and their out- 
ward appearance has not been disturbed. 

The repair of the vaultingwasdonefromthe topbyclean- 
ing out the broken joints and grouting them in with liquid 
cement mortar. Where the spaces occurred between the 
vault and the walls, the modern filling in has been removed, 
and replaced with reinforced cement concrete bonded into 
the vault and the walls. The pockets over the springing 
of each bay have been filled in w>ith reinforced concrete 
bonded into the back of the vault and the inner face of the 
wall, in such a manner as to form a large corbel which sup- 
ports the vault at its springing with as little thrust aspossible 
on the walls. In order to relieve the walls of any possible 
thrust from the vault in years to come, tw'o tie-rods have 
been inserted across the centre bay of the springing of the 
vaultandsecuredonthefacesof the buttresses to iron plates. 
The displaced ribs on the underside of the vault have been 
carefully refixed in position, and the broken joints of the 
other portions have been cleaned out and repointed with 
lime mortar. The carved bosses have been secured with 
copper cramps to the vaulting. Most of the plaster on the 
underside of the vault proved to be modern and badly 
perished. The greater portion had to be renewed but a few 
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portions of the original plaster with colour decoration were 
foundandcarefully retained. Theribs which are construct- 
ed of clunch were covered with several coats of modern 
limewash, on the removal of which portions of bright red 
colour were found in the hollow parts of the mouldings. 
Some small portions of a painted scroll were found on the 
original plaster at its junction with the cross and diagonal 
ribs. 

At the completion of the repair and strengthening of the 
wallsand vault, the exterior surface of the walls was repaired 
and the loose and perished mortar in the beds and joints was 
renewed with lime mortar finished flush with the surface 
of the ashlar. 

Aconcrete channel was constructed around the outside of 
the walls below the floor level, faced with handmadebricks, 
andconnected to drains for the removal of thereof and sur- 
face water, clear of the building. 

The eaves of the roof were given a sufficient projecting 
beyond the walls to allow of the water falling clear into the 
channel at the ground level, and no gutters or downpipes 
were provided as they are liable to get choked and cause 
damage to the walls by overflowing. 

The floor of the interior has been relaid on a bed of cement 

concrete over a layer of broken bricks, the Chancel floor 
being raised a step above that of the Nave and paved with 
the old stone paving. The floor of the Navehas been paved 
with the old tiles and bricks, supplemented with new hand- 
made tiles similar to the old ones. 

The plaster on the interior of the walls has been cleaned 
of the several coats in limewash and the surface of the old 
plaster exposed. A considerable amount of the old plaster 
remains with the original yellow lines in imitation of stone 
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ointing. The windows have been reglazed with the old 
crown glass, supplemented with some of a similar kind re- 
ceived from Lincoln Cathedral, and new casements have 
been provided for ventilation. 

The interior has been reseated with oak benches in place 
of the modern high deal pews, and an English oak door pro- 
vided for the doorway to the turret stairs. A portion of the 
roof space has been covered with a deal floor and fitted up 
asaVestry. The pulpit which is dated 1620hasbeenrepaired 
and refixed on the south side of the N ave close to the Chancel 
step, and a stone Altar has been put in the Sanctuary. An 
Easter Sepulchre which was found in the north wall of the 
Sanctuary has been opened out and repaired, and a recess 
on its east side opened out, which appears to be connected 
with the formation of the double piscina when the ritual 
was changed during the fourteenth century. 

The remains of the stone effigy, previously fixed against 
the north wall near its west end, have been placed on the 
floor on a raised base in the north-west angle behind the 
Font. Search was made during the relaying of the floor 
for the missing portion of the effigy without success. A grav e 
with human remains was discovered at the position where 
the effigy has been refixed. 

The new portions of plaster on the walls and the vaulting 
have been given two coats of specially prepared lime wash, 
toned with a little raw umber to relieve its colour. 

The two portions of an oak arcading, which were incor- 
porated in the box-pews andconsidered contemporary with 
the building, have been adapted to form the fronts of the 
two book desks in the Nave. The form of the arcade and 
its octagonal shafts with moulded caps and bases suggest 
thirteenth century workmanship, but the detail of the caps 
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and bases point to Jacobean times, and it would appear to 
have been made at the time, by a local workman who was 
influenced by the earlier work. 

The Church was re-opened, after the completion of the 
work, by the Bishop of Lincoln on September 22nd, 1914, 

Si. Mary’s Church, North Leigh, Oxon. 

commenced in 

July, 1914, and was completed in November. 

The chi^ work has been the repair and strengthening of 

letower.Or^mally the tower occupied thecentral position 

between the Chancel and the Nave, and the ground stage 
was earn a • . 



Liie west area or the 

ower has been built up and a window inserted to light the 
tower. A new Chancel has been built east of the original 
one which IS now used as the Nave. The archway on the 
north side of the tower with its abutments appears to have 
been rebuilt at some former period and did not require any 
strengthening. The abutmentsof the archway on the south 
side were bulged and cracked to a serious extent and con- 
siderable movement hadoccurred in the south and east arch- 
ways, as well as m the walls above, in recent vears 
During .the work in question, the abutments have been 
s reng^thened by the removal of the loose walling and the 
rebonding of the solid portions together. The arches have 

in grouting 

n solid with liquid mortar. The cracks in the walls above 

sb-eratenM k“I ^ "^P'^'red and 

Sf r I " walling from the 

inside faces of the tower and the rebonding together of the 
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solid portions on each side. The work was done in short 
heights at a time, commencing at the bottom of each crack 
and working upwards to its full extent. 

The oak bell-frame, containing five bells, which was in 
close contact with the east wall, has been moved bodily to 
stand clear of the walls, and strengthened to withstand the 
vibration from" the ringing of the bells. 

The battlemented parapet on the top of the tower hasbeen 
repaired and repointed. The modern roughcast has been 
removed from the exterior of the tower and the rubble fac- 
ing exposed and repointed with lime mortar, finished flush 
with the general surface of the walling. The walls of the 
nave and the aisles have also had the roughcast removed, 
and the rubble facing exposed and repointed in a similar 
manner to the tower. 

A heating chamber has been built underneath the ground 
at the west end of the north chapel, and a hot water appara- 
tus provided for the warming of the building. 

The modern floor of tesselated tiles in the Chancel and the 
Sanctuary has been replaced with local stone paving, laid 
on a bed of cement concrete over a layer of broken stone. 

The east wall of the Sanctuary was covered with modern 
tiles of unsightly appearance up to the string course under 
the window. Some Englishoakpanellinghasbeenprovided 
and fixed in front of the tiles, and the beautiful Elisabethan 
Altar has been repaired and exposed to view. 

The modern tiles in the floor of the nave and the aisles 
have been replaced with local stone paving in a similar 
manner to the Chancel floor. The old stone floorof theWil- 
cote Chapel has been refixed on a bed of concrete, and the 
stone slates of the roof rehung on rent oak battens, after the 
repair of the roof timbers. 
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Additional wrought iron casements have been provided 
throughout the Church for sufficient ventilation, and the 

plaster on the interiorofthewallshasbeenrepaired, cleaned 

and limewashed anew. 

W estminster Hall, London. 

One of the most important works of repair being under- 
taken in London at the present time is the repair of the roof 

of Westminster Hall and considerablediscussionhas taken 

place in the papers on this subject. 

The viewtaken by this Society is expressed in the follow- 
ing letter which was sent to The T imes on the 5th of Feb- 
ruary last butunfortunatelyowingtothepressof Warnews 

was never published. 

“Therepair of Westminster Hallroof has been carefully 
watched by this Society since it was understood that the 
workwasto be taken in hand. My Committee sympathises 
with Mr. Caroe in his opinion that a timber roof should be 
repaired with timber so that it may in truth remain a piece 
of structural carpentry, but the case of Westminster Hall 
roof is exceptional because of the enormous span (64'6'') 
of the roof and the great weight of the timbers. 

“ It waswithregretthatthe Society gave up the view that 
the repair should be undertaken with timber alone. To 
strengthen the roof with this material would have necessi- 
tated the cutting out and substitution of far more timber 
than is required under the present scheme of repair with 

metal. This means that the roof will actually retain more 

of Its mediaeval parts under the official scheme than it would 
have done had the other plan been adopted,” 
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London Buildings destroyed in the past year. 

5 and 56. Great Queen Street. 

ne fateof Boswell’s House is well known. It has been 

toyed. 1 . -o 4 . 

Je ^ave a full account in our last keport. 


(&) Cloth Fair. 

Another group of houses which Londoners regret to lose 
i, that which stood on the north side of St. Bartholomew’s 
Close. These houses, for many centuries, have added to the 
beauty of this corner of London and givenasense of repose 
in the very heart of the town. 

{c) Nos, 418 Mftd 4.14^ Strand. 

The Committee regrets that Nos. 413 and 414, Strand, 
two of the few old houses left in that street, have disap- 
peared. They seem to have been built in the seventeenth 
century and certainly added considerable interest to the 


Old Houses, C^apham Common. 
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large size are not required. It would, however, be willing 
to support any reasonable attempt to preserve these houses 
although it does not feel justified on its own behalf to lead 
such a movement. 

Lady Chapel, Long Melford Church, Suffol!^. 

During the second half of 1914 urgently needed repairs 
to the roof of this beautiful little building, as well ascertain 
necessary work to the south porch of the main Church, were 
carried out in a thoroughly conservative spirit. It is a plea- 
sure to record that this is now becoming less rare in the 
treatment of old buildings. 

With the exception of one or two minor matters of detail 
concerning which the Committee of this Society could not 
see eye to eye with the architect responsible for the work, 

it maybe said that the Lady Chapelhasundoubtedlygained 
by the care and trouble expended upon it. Both externally 
and internally the charm of age appears to remain unim- 
paired, and it is safe to predict that a long newleaseof life 
has been assured, mainly owing to the skilful performance 
of a decidedly delicate and difficult operation. 

Ihlellor Church, Derbyshire. 

Duringthe early months of last summer, mombersof this 
Society received an appeal for funds fortherepairof Mellor 
Church,in which it wasdescribedas “a very ancientbuild- 
ing.” The Committee obtained a report from one of its 
members from which it learned that all but the tower had 
been rebuilt quite recently. The Committee, therefore, de- 
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-ided that it could not recommend funds for any purpose 
"ther than the repair of the tower as itwasdefinitely beyond 
the scope of its work. The Vicar has informed the Society 
that he intends to consult it before doing any work to his 
tower. His words are— “ I shall certainly try to carry out 
vour sugsestions with regard to the Tower. The Com- 
mittee would therefore commend this work to the generosity 

of readers. 

s Tyitiy 'h/Ltd’djlcto'H 

The Society has been informed that this interesting old 
Inn is to remain unaltered, and that the new Town Hall is 
to be'built on the land adjoining. The Committee is in close 
touch with the case, and will inform those interested if the 

present situation changes. 

Neihenon Chapel, Wares. 

The Society is sorry to learn that the beautiful remains 
of Netherton Chapel have been still further mutilated, and 
that the carved stones, and all that isof interest hasbeen 
removed. 

This deliberate destruction of the tangible history of the 
countryside cannot be too strongly condemned. 

tlewbury Church, 'Berks, and Newhaven Church, 
Sussex. 

One of the functions of the Society .may be illustrated by 
Newbury Church. The Society was asked by the Church- 
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wardens to advise them about obtaining an expert s„r 
of their Parish Church. This the Committee very gladly 
id, and has since considered andapproved the surveyor^! 
Report on the building. ^ 

^ In the same way the Society’s advice hasbeenaskedsn^ 
given with regard to the repair of the Churchat Newhaven 

Mount Grace Triory, Northallerton, Torks. 

The Committee is glad to learn that the interesting ruins 
of the monastic buildings and theChurchof this Carthusian 
Priory are being carefully repaired by the owner. Sir Hugh 

±5 el], Bart. ^ 

The work, which has been entrusted to a member of the 
Society, IS being carried out at intervals in order not to in- 
terfere too much with the appearance of the ruins 
The remains of the walls and thecellsarebeingcarefully 
repaired and repointed and the top surfaces protected with 
concrete, covered over with a layer of turf in place of the 
vegetation which was displacing the masonry and allow- 
ing the wet to penetrate to a serious extent. 

St. Qeorge's, Colegate, Norwich. 

The Committee is glad to report that useful repair works 
have been carried out by Mr. John E. Burton of Norwich 
at St. George’s Church, Colegate, inithat city. 

Old Houses, Holywell Street, Oxford. 

A rumour reached the Society during the year that some 
old houses in Holywell Street, adjoining Manchester New 
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j College, were to be destroyed in order that the Collegebuild- 
i ings might be extended. 

j The Committee thinks that it should inform members of 

* the Society that this rumour has no foundation and it is glad 
to report that the Architect in charge is willing to hear the 
Society’s views shouid it at any time become necessary to 
1 extend the College in the direction of these houses. 

Pawlett Churchy Somerset, 

This Church is one of the very few which retain all the 
features given it from time to time up to the end of the 

■ eighteenth century. It illustrates thechanges in structural 

■ technique of the various ages through which it has passed. 

■ It also marks an interesting point in the Church history of 
the country, representing a usage which is no longer em- 
ployed. 

N ecessary repairs are to be undertaken to the roof and 
other parts which show signs of dilapidation and the Com- 
mittee has been closely consulted as to these by influential 
parishioners, having rights in the Church. 

The Committee entirely sympathises with the desire of 
the Parish Clergy to make their Churches convenient for 
service, and the Committee isalwaysglad to help the clergy 
to bring this about in such a way that the old features and 
beautiful workmanship may be little, or not at all, altered. 

Old Town Hally Prescoty Lancs, 

The Old^Town Hall has been sold by theTrusteesof the 
Prescot Charities and the Society has received the follow- 




mg satisfactory information from the new owner “tu 
building was thoroughly overhauled, repaired and « 

» .he 1914. Special 

taming the original appearance and I am glad in c l 
work has been successfully completed.” Thebuddin?-^® 
present being used as a military hospital. ® 

Radcot 'Bridge. 

Thischarming little example of the work of themediievnl 

bndge-builders wasinabad stateof repair, thoughstructo 

ie S de"*^- considering its 

age The design is of the simplest character and consis s 

o three arches, the two side ones acutely-pointed and the 
middle one wider and of the usual fifteenth century four 
centred type. The soffits of the side arches are formed of 
s one rite with rubble backing; the centre arch has no ribs 
but a soffit of rubble stone only. Modern heavy vehicular 
traffic had seriously shaken and jarred the fabric of the 
bndge; the fi ling of the arch soffits was dropping ut an 

ominous cracks hadmade their appearance in the masonry 

despite he attempts which had clearly been made to stop 
the mischief by meansof iron ties, etc. The stonework gener 
ly was a so m need of repair. There had been anaccident 

DacUy damaged one parapet wail. 

The owners decided to carry out the recommendations 
nude py one of the Architect members of the Society who 
wasdesirad tovisitand reportuponthematter. HehSIow 
comp eted the work. It wasdifficult to make goodthedefec- 
tive stone soffits of the arches, especially of thecentrearch- 
but by meansof a large dredging punt moored beneath and 
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by taking the repairs in small portions at a time, it has been 
snccessfiilly aGcomplished. The whole of the structural 
defects have been most carefully dealt with, and the bridge, 
its appearance entirely unchanged, will now be able to con- 
tinue its long life of usefulness for generations to come. 

Tiame Heaa Qhapel^ C^rm^oalL 

Thecondition of Rame Head Chapel,a sraallbuilding of 
great interest standing on the rugged coast of Cornwall, has 
come before the notice of the Committee owing to a letter 
from the firm of architects in charge. 

Their report was considered by the Committee and ap- 
proved with certain slight modifications. The Committee 
is glad to report that these suggestions were welcomed and 
adopted by the Architects in question and it is hoped that 
during the coming year arrangements may be made to have 
the buildingrepaired. It is now in an uncared-for state and 
used as a sheep-fold. 

The building has features very worthy of notice as, for 
instance, an arched roof which is solidly built up to form 
two slopes to throw off the water. F urther,at the west end 
there is a “high-side” window and traces of the staircase. 
The whole'is built of thin slaty stone so common in Cornwall* 

5/. ISeot Churchy Cornwall. 

The Society received an appeal for subscriptions towards 
the repair of the very fine stained glass windowsof St Neot 
Church, wdiich the appeal stated was already undergoing 
repair. 
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The Committee obtained permission from the Vicar t 

sendaprofessionalmember.whohadanintimateknowled 

of the subject, to report on the work done and the worksuf 
psted. His report was considered by the Committee ami 

fmwardedtotheVicarwhowelcomedthesuggestionsmade 

therein He has now completed the repair of the window! 
in accordance with these suggestions. 

This is one of the cases which illustrates the use of the 
Society p a consulting body to which reference may be 
made in difficult questions. ^ ® 

Sleaford Church, Lines. 

Work of restoration has been in progress during the past 
year at Slepord Church. Carving which had lost itsdefined 
outline, owing to decay, has been renewed in stone to insert 
which old stones, which were still performing their struc- 
tural duty, were removed. 

Thistypeof Restoration is exactly thatwhichtheSocietv 
was fpndp to resist. The Committee is glad toreportthat 
the Church authorities have used their influence to prevent 

t e continuation of thiswork.whichforthepresenthasbeen 

stopped. 


South ease Church, Sussex. 

The Committee has learned that the works'of repair re- 
commended by It at the request of the vicar, are to be shortly 
undertaken. ^ 
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Sprotborough Churchy Torks. 

In 1913 the advice of the Society was asked as regards 
certain alterations to be made in Sprotborough Church. 
These alterations were on the whole approved by theCom- 
mittee, though some suggestions seemed to it unnecessary 
and harmful. 

The Committee has been informed that the work has been 
completed but, for lack of information, it is unable to judge 
of the result. 

Bulgrave Manor ^ Northants. 

The British- American Peace Centenary Committee had 
purchased and was considering the repair of the above 
named house before the war broke out. 

A prominent member of the Society has seen the Archi- 
tect appointed, to undertake these repairs, and it is under- 
stood that, when the time comes, the Society will beadvised 
before any work is carried out. 

It is clear that if the building is to be of interest on account 
of its associations with Washington, no alteration should be 
made and only repairs should be done in order to keep it from 
falling into decay. 

Tattershall Castle^ Lines. 

Reference was made in the Report of 1913 to the works 
of repair and preservation which were being carried out to 
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this historical building by theowner, Earl Curzon of KpHI 

ston, whohadpurchased the castle and surroundingground: 

with a view to presenting them, after repair, to the nation 

^ f 4 occupied two and a half years and 

included the repair of the famous Keep, the excavation of 
the double moat- inner and outer,— the restoration of the 
old Guard House at the entrance, the recovery and preser 

vation^manyremains of theold Castle-above and below 

Court^ conversion of the Inner, Ward intoan open 

Several members of the Committee attended the formal 
opening ceremony on the 8th of August, 1914, when Lord 
Curzon conducted a large party of guests over the Castle 
and gave an interesting description of the work 
The nation will be grateful that Lord Curzon has saved 

thisexceptionallyinterestingruinfromgraduallydisappear- 

ing through neglect, and that, through his liberality, Lny 

all, that thefamousmantelpieces, which had been ruthlessly 
orn from the building, have been again placed in theirorigi- 

_Lord Curzon has utilised the Ancient Guard House as a 
Museum, and there a large quantity of pottery, which has 

pla„so£,heC.s.l„.iaU,ag.sofitstrrS»1S 

Zr? excavated and the main buildings so 

horoughly repairedand roofed in, Tattershall provides to 
visitor or student, a unique example, viewed under the 
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most favourable conditions, of the castellated architecture, 
three -quarters domestic and one-quarter military, of the first 
half of the fifteenth century. 

Tkkjiill Churchy Torks. 

Photographs are reproduced on theadjoining page show- 
ing work of restoration recently carried out at this Church 
and illustrating thesortof Restoration to which thisSociety 
strongly objects. 

The circumstances are still more regrettable when it is 
remembered that, until recently, the fabric had undergone 
very little restoration or renewal. 

The Committee caused a careful report on the state of 
the building to be made by two of its most experienced mem- 
bers and, from it, came to the conclusion that very little new 
stone, if any, was required. The right treatment of the build- 
ing was one of protection from further decay rather than 
one of renewal, as the stonework was nowhere so badly 
affected as to be of danger to the structure. 

Todmorden Hally Lancs, 

In the Annual Report of 1913, photographs of this build- 
ing were reproduced and a letter from the Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Raihvay informing the Society that that Com- 
pany had no intention of maintaining the old Hall. 

During the past year the following memorial, widely 
signed, was sent to the President of the Board of Trade 
but it seems this was received too late. Since then however 
the Society has been given to understand that the Railway 
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ProtectionofAncientcmiamsbioaiuoi*-*.* 

others interested, wish to enlist your interest ^^he pre- 
servation of the oldHallatTodmorden.whichisthreatened 

by an extension of the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway 

^^ThSlncient Jacobean mansionis'afineandcharacteristic 

specimenof the architecture of itstime. Ithas.too, its place 
in the history of the County, and is especially valuable in a 
modern industrial centre such as this. We see money and 
effort, both public and private, freely spent in order to cu 

tivatearaongournewpopulationsthesenseofartandhistory 

and tradition, and to preserve the mere records of the past. 
How much more practical andimportant,then, to preserve 
in being its actual survivals in our midst— such as this an- 
•witb all their educative influences. 

the old Hall at Ashton-under-Lyne, not 
' -’**1. We trust 

■; at Todmorden the 
fair space of garden 
Hall, perhaps the ex- 


cient fabric- 

Some years ago 

very faraway, was sacrificed to railway extension. 

you may be able to intervene to prevent i 

repetition of such a loss. As there is a f 
ground between the Railway.and the 
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tension, if it cannot be altogether avoided at this point, need 
not actually interfere with the building itself. 

Urishay Chapel, Herefordshire. 

The Society has learned from one of its members, who is 
experienced in the work of repairing oldbuildings, that por- 
tions of Urishay Chapel have been satisfactorily repaired 

by local labour in accordance with an architect’sreport.ap- 

proved by the Society. 

Urishay Chapel is an example of how much satisfactory 
repair can be done with small funds. 

It is hoped, however, that money may be forthcomingto 
secure a conservative repair of the roof and the west wall. 

W alesby Church, Lines. 

The Committeeasksthememberstohelptheefforts being 

made by the Rector in raising sufficient funds to save this 
interesting building from further decay. 

The church which dates from the twelfth centuryretains 
its Norman nave, and a thirteenth century chancel and tower. 

Services have not been held in the church for the last thirty 
years on account of its inconvenient situation, and recently 
a faculty was obtained for its demolition in order that por- 
tions of the fabric might be used for the building of a new 
church in the village. The church has fortunately escaped 
that fate, and a sum of at least ;^200 is required for the re- 
pair of the fabric which is in a dilapidated condition. 

Subscriptions may be sent to the Secretary of theSociety, 
or to the Reverend S. K. Harvard- Watts, Walesby Rec- 
tory, Market Rasen, Lines. 
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LIST OF BUILDINGS WHICH HAVE 
BEFORE THE SOCIETY SINCE JUNE 


COME 

1st, 1914_ 


Abingdon, Long Alley Alms- 
houses, Berks. 

Acton Church, Suffolk. 

Ancient Monuments (Churches) 
Committee’s Report. 
Appledore, Horne’s Chnpe], 
Kent. 

Banham Church, Norfolk. 
Barking Curfew Tower, Essex. 
Barkwith West, Church, Lines. 
Barsham East, Estate, Nor- 
folk, 

Barton Court Estate, Somer. 
set. 

Beaupre Castle, Glamorgan* 
Beckenham, Old House, Kent. 
Belgium and France, German 
Burnings. 

Bell Hanging. 

Beverley Minster, Yorks. 
Beverley, The North Bar, 
Yorks. 

Bickenhill Church, Warwick- 

shire. 

Billingshurst, Ancient House, 
Sussex. 


Bilsby Church, Lines. 
Blowfield Church, Norfolk. 
Boroughbridge Church, Yorks 
Bradwell Church, Oxon. 
Brandon Bridge, Suffolk. 
Branscombe Church, Devon. 
Breadsall Church, Derbyshire. 
Brigsley Church, Lines. 
Broadhurst Manor House, 
Sussex. * 

Bruton Dovecot, Somerset, 
Buckland Church, Berks. 
Burton Church, Sussex. 
Burwell Church, Lines, 
Byland Abbey, Yorks. 

Cadney Church, Lines. 
Carbrooke Church, Norfolk. 
Carmarthen Town Wall 

Wales. 

Cartmel Priory Church, Lancs. 
Castleton Hall, Lancs. 
Cawston Church, Norfolk. 
Chariton Kings, Churchyard 
Cross, Glos. 

Charney Manor, Berks. 
Cheltenham Church, Glos, 
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Castle, Monmouth- 
shire. 

Chester Refectory, Cheshire. 

Chiddinj^fold, Old House, 
Surrey. 

Chingford, Old Church, Essex. 

Chiseldon Church, Wilts. 

Christchurch Priory, Hants. 

Cirencester Church, Glos. 

Clavering, Old House, Essex. 

Clynnog Church, Carnarvon- 
shire. 

Colchester, Ruins of St. 
Botolph’s Church, Essex. 

Compton Church, Surrey. 

Cothay Abbey, Somerset. 

Coventry, Butcher Row, War- 
wickshire. 

C o V e n t r y , H oly Tr i n i ( y C h ur c h , 
Warwickshire. 

Craswall Priory, Plereford- 
shire. 

Crediton Church Bells, Devon. 

Credifcon,St. Laurence Chapel, 
Devon. 

Cressingham Little, Church, 
Norfolk. 

Croxden Abbey, Staffs. 

Croydon, Whitgift Hospital; 
Surrey. 

Curry- Rivell Church, Somer- 
set. 

Cyprus, Ancient Buildings. 



Dartford, Bull Head Hotel, 
Kent. 

Deerhurst Church, Gloucester 
shire. 

Dennington Church, Sufloll 

Dishley Church Ruins, Leiccs 
tershire. 

Elton Church, Hunts* 

Eton College, Bucks. 

Exeter, Norman House, Devon. 

Eynsford Church, Kent. 

Fareham, Tidal Mill, Hants. 

Fenstanton Church, Hunts. 

Fiddington Dovecot, near 
Tewkesbury. 

Fingringhoe Church, Essex. 

Ford and Climping Estate, 
Sussex. 

Fowlescombe Manor House, 
S. Devon. 

Framlingham Castle, Suffolk. 

Fritton Church, Norfolk. 

Frodingham Church, Lines. 

Gilmonby Bridge, Yorks. 

Goring-on -Thames, New 
Bridge, Oxon. 

Graveney Church, Kent. 

Grimsby Little, Chapel, Lines. 

Guildford Castle, Surrey. 

Guildford, St. Catherine’s 
Chapel, Surrey. 

Guildford, Woodlands Farm, 
Surrey. 


61 


Hadleigh, Guildhall, Suffolk. 
Halwell Church, Dev(jn. 
Hanney West, Church, Berks. 
Haughley Church, Suffolk. 
Highworth Barn, Wilts. 
Hollesley Church, Suffolk. 
Honeychurch Church, Devon. 
Hopesay Church Tower, Salop. 
Hougham Church, Lines. 
Ilmiugton Church, Shipston- 
on-Stour, Worcs. 

Inglesharn Church, Wilts. 
Kedington Church, Suffolk. 
Keston Windmill, Kent. 
Keswick, Greta Bridge, Cum- 
berland. 

Kingsclere Church, Hants. 
King’s Lynn, The Shambles, 
Norfolk. 

King s Lynn, St. Margaret’s 
Church, Norfolk. 

King’s Newnham Church 

Tower, VVarwickshire, 
Kirkstead Church, Lines. 
Langley Chapel, Salop, 
Lavenham Church, SuEolk. 
Leake Church, Lines. 

Leathley Church, Yorks. 

Leigh North Church, 
Oxon. 

Leonard Stanley Church, GIos. 
Leonard Stanley, Guest 

Chapel, Glos. 


Lincoln, St. Benedict’s 

Churchyard. 

Littledean, Old Grange, Glos 
London, All Hallows, Barking 

E.C. 

London, Boodle’s Club. 
London,; Boswell’s House. 
London, Christ’s Hospital. 
London, Claphami Common 
Old Houses. 

London, Cloth Fair. 

London, Groom’s Hill, s.E. 

Summer House. 

London, North Street and 
Smith Square. 

London, St. Mary Abchurcb 
E.C. ’ 

London, St. Olave’s, Hart 
Street, W.C. 

London, Strand, Essex Water 
Gate. 

London, Strand, Old Houses, 
London, Stratford Place, Old 
House. 

London, Tottenham, Bruce 
Castle, 

London, Tottenham, Church 
Lane Wall. 

London, Westminster Hall. 
London, Wolsey’s Wine Cellar, 
Whitehall. 

Lutton Church, Lines. 

Lydiate Hall, Lancs. 




Mailing West, St. Leonard’s 
Tower, Kent. 

Markiiam East, Church, Notts* 

Melford Long, Church, Suffolk. 

Mellor Church, Derbyshire. 

Merton, Norman Archway, 
Surrey. 

Middleton, Boar’s Head Inn, 
Lancs. 

Middleton Church, Lancs. 

]\iydd£ai Church, Carmarthen- 
shire. 

Netherton Chapel, Worcs. 

Newbold Revel, Old House, 
Warwickshire. 

Newbury Church, Berks. 

New England Antiquities. 

Newhaven Church, Sussex. 

Newtown Linford Church, 
Leicestershire. 

Northallerton, Mont Grace 
Priory, Yorks. 

Northolt Church, Middlesex. 

Norwich, St. George’s Church, 
Norfolk. 

Norwich Cathedral. 

Norwich, French Church, 
Norfolk. 

Nuniiey Castle, Somerset. 

Ogwell Mill, Devon. 

Okehampton, Town Hall, 
Devon. 

Osmington Church, Dorset. 


Otford, Old Cottages, Kent, 

Otley Church, Yorks. 

Oxford, Old Houses in Holy- 
well Street, Oxon. 

Passenham Church, Northants. 

Pawlett Church, Somerset. 

Penn, Churchyard Cross, 
Staffs. 

Petersfield, Old Houses, 
Hants. 

Polesworth, Gatehouse, War- 
wickshire. 

Prescot, Old Town Hall, Lancs. 

Purleigh Church, Essex, 

Radcliffe Tower, Lancs, 

Radcot Bridge, Oxon. 

Radnage Church, Bucks. 

Ragdale, Old Hall, Leicester- 
shire. 

Rame Head Chapel, Cornwall. 

Ranton, Vicarage Farm, Staffs. 

Redbourn Church, Plerts. 

Rhuddlan Castle, Flints. 

St. Mellons Church, Mon- 
mouthshire, 

St. Neot Church, Cornwall. 

Salvington, John Selden’s 
Cottage, Sussex. 

Selby, Old Houses, Yorks. 

Shalfleet Church, Isle of Wight. 

Shrewsbury, Free Grammar 
School, Salop. 

Sleaford Church, Lines. 


Southampton, King John’s 
Palace, Hants. 

Southease Church, Sussex. 

Sprotborough Church, Yorks. 

Stanstead Abbots, Clock 
School, Herts, 

Stanton Lacy Church, Salop. 

Stevenage Church, Herts. 

Stowe-by-Chartley Church, 
Staffs. 

Stowe-Nine-Churches Church, 
Northants. 

Sulgrave Manor, Northants. 

I ainworth, Guy’s Almshouses, 
Warwickshire. 

Tattershali Castle, Lines. 

Teinple-Balsall Church, War- 
wick shire. 

Tenby, Old Flemish House, 
S. Wales. 

Tenterden, Old Cottages, Kent. 

Terriin<ton Church Tower, 
Yorks. 


Tickhill Church, Yorks. 

Todmorden Hall, Lancs 

Tretire Church, Hereford- 
shire. 

Upton Church, Norfolk. 

Urishay Chapel, Hereford 
shire. 

Walesby Church, Lines. 

Walsingham Little, Church 
Norfolk. 

Welsh Church Disestablish, 
ment Bill. 

Wheatley Hall, Yorks. 

Whitby Abbey, Yorks. 

Wiggenhall, St. Mary Magda- 
len Church, Norfolk. 

Witley Church, Surrey. 

W'oodston Church, Hunts. 

Yarmouth, Star Hotel, Norfolk. 

York, Monuments from St. 
Crux’ Church. 

York, St. Margaret’s Church. 
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Audited and compared with receipts and vouchers and found correct. 

March, 1915. William summons, Aimor. 
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ANCIENT BUILDINGS. 

LIST OF MEMBERS. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION. is. o. los. 6rf. Due ist 

January. 

Subscriptions to be sent to the Secretary, A. R. Powys 20 
Buckingham Street, Adelphi. ’ ’ 

Post Office Orders should be made payable at the General Po=t 

mdtdB.:’”' 

Stan". «. 

-These form the Committee. 

Alfred D. Ackland, DigswM Home, Welwyn, Herts. 

^oad, Bayswater, W 

-W. C. Alexander, Aubrey House, Kensington. 

Professor Angelo Alessandri, St. Marco, Venice. 

Lady Allchin, '5, Chandos Street, Cavendish Square, W 
Sir R. A. Allison, Scaleby Hall, Carlisle. 

Archibald Anderson, 30, Oxford Square, W 

“r"’ c- 

Miss Sara Anderson, 46, Warwick Gardens, Kensington. 

Rev. N. Green Armytage, 20, Springfield Rd., St. Leanards.on.Sea 
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Hugh Arnold, '^63, PF'. 

W. H. Ash, j.P., 51, Hamilton Terrace^ N,W* 

C. R* Ashbee, F.R J.B.A,, House, 37, Cluyne 

Walk, Chelsea, 

Sir Hickman Bacon, Bart., F.S.A., Queen Ajinc^s Mansions, S.ir. 
Harold Baker, 17, Camion Street, Birmingham, 

James Baker, 'F,'R,G.S., Sei^elle Villa, Coldney Road, Clifton, 

■‘ Oliver Bilker, The Dower House, Stratford-on-Avon, 

Miss Balfour, 4, Carlton Gardens, 

Geo. P. Bankart, Baldwin's Gardens, Gray's Inn Road, ll^C. 

Hon. Mrs. Guy Baring, The Mill House, St, Cross, Winchester, 

J AC BrtIow, Greenthorne, near Bolton, 

Sir Thomas Barlow, Bart., M.D., 10, Wimpol Street, W. 

A. Ernest Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester, 

Sidney H. Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester, 

I Mrs. S. L. Barrett, Telport, Beccles, Suffolk, 

Walter Barrow, Laton House, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 

Mrs. Walter Barrow, Lawn House, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
Charles E. Bateman, F.R.I.B.A., 18, Bennett's Hill, Birmingham, 
Arthur Bayley, F.R. Hist. S., St, Margaret's, Imperial Road, 
Great Malvern, 

Somerset Beaumont, Shere, Guildford, 

Miss Beatrice Beddington, The White Cottage, Winchelsea, 
Sussex. 

Miss Maud Beddington, Ballader's Plat, Winchelsea, Sussex, 
Henry R. Beeton, 9, Maresfield Gardens, N.W, 

Charles F. Bell, F.S.A., Ashmolean Museum, Oxford, 

Edward Bell, F.S.A., The Mount, Hampstead, 

Sir Hugh Bell, Bart., F.S.A., Rounton Grange, Northallerton, 
Newton Benett, Dorchester, Wallingford, 

C. Benson, C.V.O., M.A., Magdalene College, Cambridge. 

W. A. S. Benson, Manorbier, R,S, 0 ,, Pembrokeshire, 

Ernest Bewlay, 83, Colmore Row, Birmingham, 

W, Hobart Bird, Tpe Gate House, Coventry, 
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Geoffrey Birkbeok, Stoke Holy Cross, Norwich. 

h. a Bishop Chairman of the Archeological Committee of 

Rev. Thomas Bishop, CAitrch House, Formby, Lancs. 

U alter B. Blaikie, Constable & Co., Edinburgh. 

W. H. Bliss, Easton-on-the-Hill, Stamford 
*I 3 etmar J. Blow, F.R.I.B.A., ro, Grosvenor Road, S.W 

Mansions, Cheyne Wk., Chelsea S If 
Wilfred Scawen Blunt, NewbuihUngs Place, Southwaier'n 
Horsham, Sussex. near 

Commendatore Giacomo Boni, .H-chitetio, Direxione C-,, ; 

dHla Antichita e Belle Arti, Roma. (Hon. Mem.) 

a C. Boulter, 23, Old Square, Lincoln's Inn, IK C 
•-lu-uast E. Bowden, Church End, Swavesey, Cambridge. 

Sit Edward Brabrook, C B FSA r^,. rj- 

.Surrey. ’ Mouse, iVallingion, 

R- E. Brandt, 15, Lennox Gardens, S.IK. 

Ralph Brocklebaiik, Haughton Hall, Tayforky. 

A. Glutton Brock, Farncombe Lodge, Godaiming. 

-Rev. Stopford A. Brooke, i, Manchester Square, W 
Wml ^^’^otsham, S.O., North Devon. 

M ”s F.t wIT 

Green, E. ' ’ Street, Bethnal 

"'''siL.''"- “A 

Miss E. Burden, 33, Upper Woburn Place, IK.C. 
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Lady Burne-Jones, Rotiingdem, Sussex. 

Sir Philip Burne-Jones, B^vt, Ege f ton SAV. 

Artiinr P. Busch-Michell, Huish House, Langport, Somerset. 

Sir Edward Henry Busk, ii, Sussex Place, Regent's Park, N.W, 
Gc'or^e Cadbury, BournviUe, Birmingham, 

William A. Cadbury, Iving's^Norton, Birmitighani. 

Hall Caine, Grcha Castle, Isle of Man, 

Rev. Edward Canney, SL Peter's Rectory, Cross Street, Hatton 
Garden, E.C, 

Onorata Carlandi, Rome. (Hon. Mem.) 

W. Carpenter, Heathfield, 143, Palmerston Road, Botvcs Park, N, 
"J. Coinyns Carr, 12, Gainshorough Gardens, N. W. 

Rosalind, Countess o£ Carlisle, Boothby, Brampton, Cumberland. 
Sir Charles D. Cave, Bart., Sidbury Manor, Sidmoiiih. 

Walter Cave, F.R.I.B.A., 21, Sackville Street, IF. 

G. P. Cawthoru, Hatchers, Pirbright, Surrey. 

Miss Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Surrey. 

Major T. ff. Chamberlain, Oldmead, Freshivatcr, Isle of Wight. 
Sir William Chance, Bart, J.P., Orchards, near Godaiming. 
Benjamin Chandler, Hathaway House, South Littleton, Evesham 
Miss Mary Chetwynd, South Leverton Priory, Notts. 

Hugh C. Fairfax Cholineley, Mill Hill, Bvandsby, Easingwold 
Alex. Christie, 38, Highbury New Park, N. 

John Bright Clark, Street, Somerset. 

Roger Clark, Street, Somerset, 

Somers Clarke, F.S.A., 35, St. James' Place, S.PF. 

Robert Cochrane, I.S.O., LL.D., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 17, Highfield 
Road, Rath gar, Dublin. 

'-Sydney C. Cockerell, Wayside, Cavendish Avenue, Cambridge. 
Miss Cohen, 18, Tregunter Road, The Boltons, S.PF. 

H. Ker Colville, North Cerney House, Cirencester. 

*Sir Sidney Colvin, D.Litt., 35, Palace Gardens Terrace, W. 

Miss Violet Cooper, 39, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 

Stanley V. Coote, Kensington Palace Mansions, W. 
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J. A. Cossins, Kingsdon, Forest Road, Moseley, 

-Rt. Hon. Lord Courtney of Penwith, 15, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea 
W. H. Cowlishaw, 6, Great James Street, Bedford Road, PP.C. 

G. Percy Cox, Stone House, Markway, Godaiming, 

Rev. J. Charles Cox, LL.D., F.S.A., St, Albatds, Longton Avenue 
Sydenham, S.E, 

Lionel F. Crane, 13, Holland Street, Kensington, W, 

'‘‘■The Right Hon. the Earl of Crawford and Balcarres, 7, Aitdley 
Square, W, 

Mrs. Wilfred Cripps, Cripps Mead, Cirencester, 

Fred A. Crisp, F.S.A., The Manor House, Godaiming, 

Mrs. Crossley, Burton Pynsent House, Currey Rivel, Taunton. 
Fred H. Crossley, 19, Shavington Avenue, Hoole, Chester, 

Mrs. Crum, Longworth Manor, Farlngdon, Berks, 

Victor M. Ciibitt, Normandale, Castle Douglas, 

G. Milner-Gibson-Cullum, F.S.A., Hardwick House, Bury St, 
Edmunds, 

Veil. William Cunningham, Archdeacon of Ely, Trinity Collegt, 

Cambridge, 

John Currie, Wanlockbank, Giffnock, N,B. 

The Rt. Hon. The Earl Curzon of Kedleston, G.C.S.L, G.C.LE., 
M. A., P.C., F. R.S.jD.C. L.,J.P.,D.L., iSCarlton Hse. Terr,, S, W, 
Mrs. Cuthbert, Hillside, Groombridge, Kent, 

H. Czarnikow, Barnwell Castle, Oundle, N orthainptonshtre. 

Lady D’Abernon, Esher Place, Esher, Surrey. 

W. Sydie Dakers, Licentiate R.I.B.A., 14, Stratford Place, W, 
The Rt. Hon. the Earl of Darnley, Cobham Hall, Cohham, Kent, 
Sir Francis Oarwin, Brookfhorpe, Gloucester, 

Mrs. Leonard Darwin, rz, Egerton Place, S,W, 

Miss Darwin, Traverston, West Road, Cambridge, 

Arthur Irwin Dasent, The Dutch House, Hampton -on^Thames, 

Rev, Gerald S. Davies, The Master of the Charterhouse, The 
Charterhouse, E,C, 

W* R, Davies, Kingselear, Camberley , Surrey, 
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p W. Davis, Duchess Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

Louis Davis, Ewelme Cottage, Pinner, Middlesex 
Lord de Usuiiey, Brooks's Club, SL James's Street, W. 

^William De Morgan, 127, Church Street, Chelsea, 

Alfred Dewick, g, Eliot Vale, Blackheath, S,E. 

Joseph Dewick, 59, Clarendon Road, Lewisham, S.E. 

A. S. Dixon, F.R.I.B.A., 297, Broad Street, Birmingham, 

Campbell Dodgson, 22, Montague Square, W, 

A. B. Donaldson, Woodhay, Lyndlmrst, New Forest, 

A. E, P. Raymond Dowling, Oxford < 5 * Cambridge Club, Pall 
Mall, S,W. 

F. J. Dryhurst, 6, John Street, Hampstead, 

Mrs. Charles H. C. Du Cane, 8, Beaufort Gardens, S.l’F. 

Miss Duckworth, g, Hyde Park Gate, S.W, 

H.H. Prince Frederick Duleep Singh, M.V.O., F.S.A., Bio' 
Norton Hall, Thetford, Norfolk, 

Mrs. Eckersley, 106, Drayton Gardens, S. Kensington, 

H. H. Edmondson, 64, Fishergate, Preston, Lancs, 

Herbert M. Ellis, Meadholnie, Raynes Park, Surrey, 

Prof. W. Esson, 13, Bradmore Road, Oxford, 

Rev, George Eyre Evans, Ty Tringad, Aberystwyth, 
-Richardson Evans, The Keir, Wimbledon Common, 

Arnold Fairbairns, Saxonhiirst, Northwood, Middlesex, 

Miss Helen Farquhar, Park Place, Wickham, Hants, and 6, 
Downshire Hill, Hampstead, N.W. 

Henri P'avarger, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A.^ 2, Balfour Place, W, 

Mrs. Fawcett, 2, Gower Street, Bedford Square, W ,C, 

-The Right Hon. the Earl Ferrers, 12, Buckingham Street, Adelphi 
W,C, (Hon. Sec.) 

Miss Emily Field, Squires Mount, Hampstead, N.W. 

Miss A. M. ffytche, Clavering, Newport, Essex, 

John Finn. 

'"Cecil N, Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon, 

H. M. Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon, 
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Mrs. F. W. Fletcher, Windsmill, 
"G. Rutter Fletcher, F.S.A., 23, 
(Hon. Sec.) 


Enfield, 

Causton Road, Highf;atc, R, 


Hanshp Fletcher, 33, Causton Road, Highgafe, K, 

H. M. Fletcher, 52, Campdcn Hill Squaifi ]]'[ 

Walter Morley Fletcher, THuity College, Cambndge 
Henry L. Florence, g, Prince’s Gate, Hyde Park, IF 
Mrs. Wickham Flower, 50, Egerton Crescent, S. W. 
a Russell Forbes, Ph.D,, 74A, Via Della Croce, Rome 
H. Buxton Forman, C.B.,46, Marlborough Hill, St. John’s TF. ; 
E. M. Forster, Kings College, Cambridgl 
M.SS Forster, JVest Hackhurst, Ahinger, Dorkimr 
=,W. A. Forsyth, F.R.I.B.A., 309. Oxford Street, li'. 

A, I" ouikes- Roberts, 



n. Hubert hraser, 36, Bedford Roio, W C 
Mrs. Friedberger, 68 , Elsham Road, Kensington, IF 
Miss F. Frith, lo, Pelham Crescent, S. IF. 

Walter Frith, io 6 , Drayton Gardens, S. Kensington 
Lewis G. Fry, Stonycroft, Limpsfield, Surrey. 

E. L. Garbett. (Hon. Mem.) 

Rev. C. L. Garde, Skenjrith Vicarage, Monmouth. 
Miss Garrett, 3, Goiocr Street, W,C, 

Arthur J. Gaskin, Olton, Warwickshire. 

C. M.^Gere, PainswM, Gloucestershire. 

Rev. 1 . W. Gibson, Cranham Rectory, Upminsler. 
L. MacDonald Gill, i. Hare Court, Temple, E.C. 
-Eraest Gimson, Daneway House, Sapperton,.near Ct 
Miss Gimson, 4, Belmont Villas, Leicester. 

Miss Margaret Gimson, 4, Belmont Villas, Leicester 
bydney A. Gimson, 20, Glebe Street, Leicester. 

Valter L. Gissing, St. Mark’s Avenue, Leeds. 

. Glasspool, J.P„ Grantham, Westwood Road, Soui 
S. E. Glendenning, Thorpe Hamlet Cottage, Norwich 
o one . Goff, Wick Studio, Holland Road, Hove 


A. Goodhart, Eton College, XViiidsor, 

G. Brace Gosling, Oxford & Cambridge Club, Pall Mall, S.IF. 
Louis Goiise, Dircctmr de la Gazette des Beaux A rts. (Hon. Metn.) 
Mormaii C. Graham, J.P., Rockwoods, Brook, near Godaiming. 

-:-T. F- W.'Grant, A.R.I.B.A., II, Buckingham St.,Addphi, IF.C. 
:Mrs. Grav, Stiffkey Old Hall, Wells, Norfolk. 

J. Frederick Green, yz, Upper Mall, Hammersmith, W. 

J. H. Greenhalgh, j, Turner's Wood, Hampstead Gdns. Suburb, N, Bk 
Edward Greenly, Brynawel, Holyhead. 

■'H<ev. Canon Greenwell, F.R.S., 27, N. Bailey, Durham. 

Sir Robert Gresley, Bart., Drakelotuc, BurtonaipouHreni. 

G. R* Griflitli, Licentiate R.I.B.A., 2, Post Office Lane, Denbigh. 

F. LI. Griffith, ii, Norham Gardens, Oxford. 

F. L- Griggs, Dover's House, Chipping Campden, Glos. 

-'Hon. Richard C. Grosvenor, 2, Harcourt Buildings, Temple, E.C. 
(Hon. Sec.) 

Chas. K. T. Hale, ^Hngleside," Wesley Road,Cinderford, Glos. 

W. Matthew Hale, Claverton, Stoke Bishop, near Bristol. 

Ernest C. Hales. 

Charles E. Halle. 

Alderman Thomas Hampton, Park House, Stone, Staffs, 

Thomas Hardy, O.M., LL.D., J.P., Max Gale, Dorchester. 

Fred. Harrilcl, M.A., 31, Old Queen Street, S.W, 

F. W. Hasluck, 'The Wilderness, Souihgafe, N, 

K. S. F. Haynes, 38, St. John's Wood Park, N.W. 

Ambrose Heal, Junr., dlic Fives Court, Pinner. 

Samuel Holland Healing, Lloyds Bank Chambers, Cheltenham. 

W. H. Heath, Fcrnbank, Turves Green, Northfield, nr. Birmingham^ 
Noel Heaton, 72, Abbey Road, St.John's Wood, 

-John Hebb, F.R.I.B.A., 266, Eastern Road, Brighton, 

George M. Henton, Charnwood House, Victoria Road, Leicester. 
Lady Victoria Herbert, 5, Stratford Place, W. 

'-'Lady Herringbam, 40, Wimpole Street, W. 

-J. P. Heseltine, 196, Queen's Gate, SHF. 
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Arthur G. Hill, F.S.A., 84, Adelaide Road, N IV 

K. Afcbrool. Hlad., F.R.I.B.A., 

Laurence W. Hodson, Bradbourne Hall, Ashbourne D;-h , ■ 
Miss Constance Hole, Hole Cottage, Exbourne RS 0 r T' 
Henry Holiday, Oak Tree House, Branch Hill Mn 
’==James R. Holiday, roi. Harbor, le R 
H. Wilson Holman, F.S.A., 4, 

. ti. Hood, 53, Tmyford Avenue, Acton, W ' 

c «»■'. »■ 

. H. St. John Hornby, Shelley House, Chelsea Embankment n; 

Leo„rf H„„„, w.rU,s,,.,., s,„,y 

Arthur Hughes, EastsidejHonse, Kew Green 

Harold Hughes, A.R.I.B.A., Fr Ael^yd, Bangor, N. Wales 

^^^yii'iShes,Shddey, Grange, Worcester. 

Herbert G. Ibberson, F.R I B A n n,^ c r • 

ffr_c. r.K.i.a.A., 9, Old Square, Lincoln's I„„, 

George Jack, 34, Station Road, Church End, Finchlev 
Dr. James, Provost of King's College, Cambridge 

-George Jeffery, F.S.A.. Curator of Ancient Monuments, Cyprus 
Mrs. Jenkins, 3, Cornzmll Gardens, S. W. ” 

Norman Jewson, B.A., Sapperton, near Cirencester 

MIm E. E. Conrtanc, Jonas, Girtc, Cmbndg,. 

x-. Peter Jones, Greenhank, Chester. 

Henry Arthur Jones, 6, Arkwright Road, Hampstead, N. IF. 

S. H. Reeling, ParkfieM, Kenilworth. 


' Rt. Hod. William Kemlck^ The Grove, Harborne, Birmingham^ 

J« H. Kerner-Greenwood, St. Anne's House, King's Lynn. 

C. H. Kiodermann, 26, Golden Square, W. 
^lr.s-^^''d^oi\Kmg,Tg,HighfieldRQad,Edghas^^^^^ 

A. de Lafontaine, F.S.A., Athelhampton, Dorchester. 

J. M. Laine, 3, Stone Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 

H, G. Malcolm Laing, Licentiate 9, Old Square^ 

Lincoln's Inn, P 7 .C. 

Mrs. Lamb, Wood, Liphook. 

N. E* Lairiplugh, The Old Court House, Hampton Court. 

Sir E. Kay Lankester, K.C.B., Savile Club, 107, Piccadilly, W. 
Miss Nina Lankester, 5, Upper Wimpole Street, 

Morton Latham, Hollow Depe, Frensham, Farnham. 

Earnest Law, F.S.A., The Pavilion, Hampton Court Palace. 
Thomas M. Legge, M.D., 18, Cheync Row, Chelsea, S.IF. 

Mrs. Leggett, Hall's Croft, Stratford-on-Avon. 

'I'-Professor W. R. Lethaby, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., iii, Inverness 
Terrace, W. 

Rafe, O. Leycester, Toft Hall, Knutsf or d, Cheshire. 

Sir A. L. Liberty, The Manor House, Lee, nr. Great Missenden, Bucks. 
Rev. and Hon. E. R. Lindsay, The Parsonage, Newfozm, Didcoi. 
Owen, C. Little, F.R.I.B.A., 5, Bedford Row, W.C. 

C. S. Loch, LL.D., Drylaiv Cottage, Little Bookham, Surreyu 
OXw^x LodigQ, Mariemont, Birmingham. 

B.. Longden, Berjiers Street, W. 

G. B. Longstaff, M.D., F.S.A., Highlands, Putney Heath, S.W.; 

and Morthoe, Ilfracombe, N. Devon. 

L. W. Longstaff, Ridglands, Wimbledon. 

H. R.H. Princess Louise, Duchess of Argyll, Kensington Palace, W. 
Mary, Countess of Lovelace, Ockham Park, Ripley, Surrey. 

Miss Lowry. 

Bernard J. Lucas. 

Miss E. W. Luling, 155, Sloane Street, S.W.. 

Miss M. Lumsden, Warren Cottage, Cranleigh, Surrey. 
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Lady Lushington, 34. Old Queen. Street, Westminster S:W 
mss Lushington, Kingsley, Bordon, Hants, 

H E Luxmoore, Baldmns End, Eton College, Windsor 

Lt. Colonel George B. Croft Lyons, 3, Hertford Street, Ma^fuE W 

W. K. Lysaght, Castleford, Chepstow. ’ ' 

Hon Neville S. Lytton, Poimd Hill, Crawley, Susse.v. 

Airs. AIcConnell, 

f Kensington ir 

E. S. McEuen, EagUhiirst, Sidmoiith, S. Devon. ' ’ ' 

Miss McGhee, S3, Porchester Terrace, IIC 

John E M Maegregor, Stamford Brooh House.: Hammers, niih W 
J. \v. Mackail, 6, Pembroke Gardens, Kensington, IV ' ' 

Kenneth B. Mackenzie, North House, Lockwood, Huddersheli 

M) Hyde Park Gate, S. W ^ 

Albeit h abler, Newlands, Alvechurch, Birmingham. 

Miss Makant, Il-fs/gu/i;, 

Mrs. Henry Makins, i8o, Queen’s Gate, S IF 

Mrs. Leigh Mallory, The Holt, Frith Hill, Godaiming. 

ut f r"’ ’-8. Conduit SEeet, Hanover Sauare W 

James H. Mangan, 3, Guildhall Street, Preston. ’ ’ 

W. Alarshall, ALA, FSA p ^ / ^ 

Road, Hve. ’ Cam- 

Miss Marten, 78, Vanbrugh Park, Blackheath, S F 

ShfT Hall, Burgh-h-Marsh, Lines 

Re/ F "m T iSr ,F 

'f'K ’ ’ Home Place, Holt, Norfolk 

Ihonias Middlemore, Melsetter, Orkney Isles. ^ 

H. S. Milford, The Red House, Ashsiead. 

U Col H 

I.y. W» "'“'"•H Cr„, S..J, 


I " ■■■ ' ■ ' ' ■ 

■ I ■ ■ ■ 

; F. F. Montresor, i8, Cheyne WalkyChelseai 

Edward R. P. Moon, 6, OnsloiiJ Gardens^ S.TF, 

^ R. O. IMoon, IM.D., 62, Montague Square, W, 

! Mrs. EH^a Moiie}^ Norman Cross, Hills Road, Cambridge. 

! Arthur Reginald Moro, 87, Gloucester Terrace, Hyde Park, IF. 

' Miss Morris, Kehnscott Manor, Lechlade. 

# '’>'Miss ?^Iay Morris, 8, Hammersmith Terrace, W. 

Walter Morrison, 77, Cromwell Road, S,PF. 

Mrs. Sydney Morse, 14, Airlie Gardens', Kensington, IF, 

William E. Muir, Rozoal Ian,'' Haslentere, Surrey. 

Lord Muncaster, F.S.A., Muncaster, Ravcnglass, Cumberland,' 
Fredk. Miintzer, 25. Dover Street, Piccadilly, W. 

'-I'A. H. Hallam Murray, F.S.A., Sandling, Hyfhe, Kent. 

Edmund K. Muspratt, 5, Windsor Buildings, George Street, 
Liverpool. 

Professor John L. Myres, M.A., F.S.A., loi, Banbury Road, 

Oxford. 

^ A. F. de Navarro, The Court Farm, Broadway, Worcestershire. 
Ralph Nevill, 29, Sloane Gardens, 5 .TF. 

Edmund Hoid New, 17, Worcester Place, Oxford. 

Herbert New, 4, Arthur Road, Edghaston, Birmingham. 

W. Niven, F.S.A., Marhna Place, Great Marlow. 

John H. B. Noble, The Manor House, Jesmond, NeivcastU-on-Tyne. 
'•'Philip Norman, LL.D., F.S.A., 45, Evelyn Gardens, South 
Kensington. 

Charles Norman d, 98, Rue de Miromenil, Paris. (Hon. Mem.) 
Prince Odescalchi, Rome. (Hon. Mem.) 

Mrs. O’Learey, West End, Chiddingfold, Surrey. 

I '‘'Basil Oliver, A.R.I.B.A., 7, Southampton Street, Bloomsbury 
I Stiuare, W.C. 

Professor D. Oliver, 10, Kew Gardens Road, Kew. 

R. R. B. Orlebar, H inwick, Wellingborough. 

Miss Catherine Ouless, 12, Bryanston Square, W. 

T. Overbury, Lloyds' Bank Chambers, Cheltenham. 
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Rev. Canon Parry, Trinity College^ Cambridge. 

C. H. Parry, Newstead^ Godaiming. 

Miss Mary Payne- Smith, Rogate, Shotover Road, Oxford. 

Harry H. Peach, Dryad Works, St. Nicholas Street, Leicester, 

C. Maresco Pearce, Arts Club, 40, Dover Street, Piccadilly^ 
Howard S. Pearson, 2^^, Bristol Road, Birmingham. 

Frank S. Pearson, Avon Lodge, Selly Park, near Birmingham. 
Harold Peirce, 222, Dr exel Building, Philadelphia, U.S.A. 
-Arthur M. Philips, 15, Wolverton Gardens, Hammersmith^ W. 
Evacustes A. Phipson, Windmill Cottage, Hog Hill, Rye. 

S. Perkins Pick, F.R.I.B.A., 2, Salisbury Road, Leicester. 

-G. T. Pilcher, Treen, Frith Hill, Godaiming. 

H. G. Plimmer, M.R.C.S., 3, Hall Road, N.W. 

Mrs. G. A. Plimpton, 80, Oakland Place, Buffalo, N.Y., U.S.A . 
Leonard Pomeroy, 5, Verulam Buildings, Gray'S Inn, W.C, 

F. Scarlett Potter, Halford, near Ship ston-on-Stour. 

A. H. Powell, Volta House, Windmill Hill, Hampstead, N.W, 
Arthur Marriott Powell, The Grange, Chelsworth, Suffolk. 
Charles M. Powell, Eastfield, Caversham, Reading. 

Herbert A. Powell, J.P,, C.C., Piccard's Rotcgh, St. Catherindi 
Guildford. 

Lawrence Powell, Piccard's Rough, St. Catherine's, Guildford, 
Miss Powell, to. Stanhope Place, Connaught Square, W. 

Miss Theodora Powell, Mtmstead Rough, Godaiming. 

Littleton C. Powys, Acremon House, Sherborne, Dorset. 
Ambrose M. Poynter, F.R.LB.A., 9, South Motion Street, W. 
Rev, C. W, Prangley, Bexwell, Downham Market, Norfolk. 
Robert G. Pratt. 

Arthur E. Preston, Whiiefield, Abingdon. 

David Pye. 

A. J. V. Radford, Vacye, Malvern. 

A. L. Radford, House, Beer, Devonshire. 

W. Randolph, 8, King Street, Manchester. 

E. J. Ratcliffe, Bawdsey Estate Office, Woodhridge, Suffolk. 
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c; fl Rathbun, 1623, MassachusMs Avenue, Washington, B.C 

U.S.A . 

W. G. Rawlinsou, Hill Lodge, Campden Hill Square, W. 

Rciv. Canon H. Ra.vmsUy, Crosthwaite Vicarage, Kessneh 
■^_'R.Rs.\ms\ey, Shamley Green, Guildford. 

Mrs. Essex Reacle, 27, S.IF. 

sHarry Retlfem, F.R.I.B.A., 5, Bedford. Row, W.C. 

Arthur Reynolds, 2, The Charterhouse, E.C. 

■:-4. E. Richardson, F.R.I.B.A., 41, 


Mrs. John Richmond, 7, Campden Hill Square, W. 

5ir'w. B. Richmond, K.C.B., R.A., Beavor Lodge, Hammersmith. 
Dr. Lloyd Roberts, 23, St. f aim's Street, Manchester. 

W, Graham Robertson, Witley, Surrey. 

Miss Amy G. Robinson, Lyndon Lodge, Louth, Lines. 

Monsieur Auguste Rodin, 77, rue de Varenne, Paris. 

■T. M. Rooke, R.W.S., 7, Queen .Anne's Garden’s, Bedford Park, 

Chiswick. 

JLionel C. T. Room, 7, Cromwell Place, Highgate. 

:=W. Rothenstein, ii, Oak Hill Park, Frognal, N.W. 

Charles Rowley, J.P., Handforth, Cheshire. 

Walter Rowley, M. Inst., C.E., F.S.A., Alder Hill, Meanwood, 

Leeds. 

F. G. Rucker, 2, Dr. Johnson's Buildings, Inner Temple Lane, B.C. 
C. G. Russell, The Lygon Arms, Broadway, Worcestershire. 

S. B. Russell, The Lygon Arms, Broadway, Worcesterslnre. 

John Russell, 43, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 

The Lady Margaret Sackville, Inchmery, Exhuvy, Southampton. 
Edmund Saudars, 33 - Grey Coat Gardens, Westminster, S.W. 
Harold Sands, S.F.A., Bernersmede, Carlisle Road, Eastbourne 
Sussex. 

M. A. Sands, Bbrington Hall, Campden, Glos. 

^ Mrs. M. A. Sands, Ebringion, Hall, Campden, Glos. 
tiir T F Sandvs. Litt. D., Merton House, Cambridge. 
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Frank Sanguinetti, Ealing Dean, JF. 

S, H. Scott} 'The \ BIOS, Windermere. 

]\!iss Scull, St. Edmunds, Worsky Rond, Hnmpstcnd, N ir 
Miss Francis Seeley, Si. John's Croft, Cambridge. 

Mrs. G. Bernard Shaw, lo, Adelphi Terrace, IF.C. 

Arthur W. Sheard, 59, Auckland Road, Doncaster. 

Gilbert Sheldon, 70, Longten Grove, Sydenham, S.E. 

Miss L. Sheldon, 70, Longten Grove, Sydenh.nm, S.E. 

Sheffield, Bishopshohne 
bhejjietd, ’ 

William Simnion.s, 10, John Street, Adelphi, W.C. 

Mrs. Anna Simons, New Empress Club, 35, Dover Street H' 

John H. Skilbeck, 6, Carlton Hill, S. John's Wood, N. n ’ 

William Skillington, Kilmorie, Victoria Park Road, Leicester 

Miss .Slade, Arundel ," n. The Park, Hampstead. AMF 

Mrs. Sloane, 13, Weljord Road, Leicester. 

J. B. Marsdon Smedloy, Lea Green, near Matlock 

A. Dnnbar Smith, 6, Queen's Square, Bloomsburv, IF.C. 

D. R. Crawfurth Smith, i, Whitehall, ,S.1F. 

Horace Smith, Ivy Bank, Beckenham, Kent. 

Sir H. Lewcllyn Smith, K.C.B., Qakjield Lodge, Ashstead. 

Owen Hugh Smith, Langham House, Oakham 

Mi.'if.'ir'.ff t *>»»*«. 

Miss Caldwell Smith, 33, St. John's Road, Putney, S. IF. 

iss Leigh Smith, Campagne, Montfcld, Mnltapha Superieur 

Algeria. i ^ 

Joseph E. Southall, 13, Charlotte Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

^ Kobert Spence, ^9, Greville Road, N. IF. 

Cottage, Chiswick Mall, IF. 

. 1. Stallybrass, ii. Queen Anne Terrace, Plymouth. 

Mrs. Starkie, Huntroyde, Padiham, Lancs. 

Miss Sterling, i8, Sheffield Terrace, Kensington. 
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Mrs* ]• J- vStevenson, 4, PorcJiester Gardens^ IF. 

Philip Sidney Stott, Stanion CouvG Broadze^ay, Wojxs. 

Mrs. R. Stanley Slroiits, Singleton Manor ^ Great Chari, Ashford, 
KiitL 

West Surrey Society (Hon. Secretary, W. F. Rawnsley, SJiamley 
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[the following are the principles of the Society fokthe 

PROTECTION OF ANCIENT BUILDINGS AS SET FORTH UPON ITS 
FOUNDATION IN 1877, AND HERE REPRINTED WITHOUT AL* 
TERATION.] 

A Society coming before the public with such a name 
as that above written must needs explain how, and why, it 
proposes to protect those ancient buildings which, to most 
people doubtless, seem to have so many and such excellent 
protectors. This, then, is the explanation we offer. 

No doubt within the last fifty yearsanew interest, almost 
like another sense, hasarisenintheseancientmonumentsof 
art; and they have become the subject of one of the most in- 
teresting of studies, and of an enthusiasm, religious, histori- 
cal, artistic, whichisoneof the undoubted gains of our time; 
yet we think, that if the present treatment of them be con- 
tinued, our descendants will find them useless for study and 
chilling to enthusiasm. We think that those last fifty years 
of knowledge and attention have done more for their des- 
truction than all the foregoing centuries of revolution, vio- 
lence, and contempt. 
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For Architecture, long decaying, died out, as a popular 
art at least, just as theknowledgeof mediajval art was born 
So that the civilised world of the nineteenth century hasno 
style of its own amidst its wide knowledge of the styles of 
other centuries. From this lack andthisgainaroseinmen’s 
minds the strange idea of the Restoration of ancient build- 
ings; and a strange and most fatal idea, which by its very 
name implies that it ispossibletostrip from a buildingthis 
that, and the otherpartof itshistory— of its life that is, and 
then to stay the hand at some arbitrary point, and leave it 
still historical, living, and even as it once was. 

In early times this kind of forgery was impossible, be- 
cause knowledge failed the builders, or perhaps because 
iastinct held them back. If repairs were needed, if ambi- 
tion or piety pricked on to change, that change was of ne- 
cessity wrought in the unmistakable fashion of the time; 

a church of theeleventhcenturymightbe added tooraltered 

in the twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, fifteenth, sixteenth, 
oreventhe seventeenthandeighteenthcenturies; butevery 
change, whatever history is destroyed, left history in the gap, 
and was alive with thespiritof thedeedsdonemidstits fash- 
ioning. The result of all this was often a building in which 
the many changes, though harsh and visible enough, were 
by their very contrast, interesting and instructiveandcould 
by no possibility mislead. But those who make the changes 
wrought in our day under the name of Restoration, while 
professing to bring back a building to the best time of its 
history, have no guide but each his own individual whim to 

point out to them whatisadmirableandwhatcontemptible; 

while the very nature of their task compels them to destroy 
something and to supply the gap by imagining what the 
earlier builders shouldor might have done. Moreoverinthe 
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courseof thisdouble process of destruction and addition the 
whole surface of the building is necessarily tampered with ; 
so that the appearance of antiquity istakenaway fromsuch 
old parts of the fabrics as are left, and there is no laying to 
rest in the spectator the suspicion of what may have been 
lost; and in short, a feeble and lifeless forgery is the final 
result of all the wasted labour. 

It is sad to say, that in this manner most of the bigger 
Minsters, and a vast number of morehumble buildings, both 
in England and on the Continent, have been dealt with by 
men of talent often, and worthy of better employment, but 
deaf to the claims of poetry and history in the highest sense 
of the words. 

For what islef t we pleadbeforeour architects themselves, 
before the official guardians of buildings, and before the 
public generally, and we pray them to remember how much 
is gone of the religion, thought and manners of time past, 
never by almost universal consent, to be Restored; and to 
consider whether it be possible to Restore those buildings, 
the living spirit of which, it cannot be too often repeated, 
was an inseparable part of that religion and thought, and 
those past manners. For our part we assure them fearless- 
1 y, that of ail the Restorations yet undertaken the worst have 
meant the reckless stripping a building of some of its most 
interesting material features; while the best have their ex- 
act analogy in the Restoration of an old picture, where the 
partly perished work of the ancient craftsmaster has been 
made neatandsmoothby the tricky handof someunorigmal 
and thoughtless hack of to-day. If, for the rest, it be asked 
us to specify what kind of amount of art, style, or other in- 
terest in a building, makes it worth protecting, we answer, 
Anything which can be looked on as artistic, picturesque, 
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historical, antique, or substantial: any work, in short, over 
which educated artistic people would think it worth while 
to argue at all. 

It is for all these buildings, therefore, of all times and 
styles, that we plead, and call upon those who have to deal 
with them, to put Protection in the place of Restoration, to 
staveoff decay bydailycare,to prop a perilous wallormend 
a leaky roof by such means as are obviously meant for sup- 
port or covering, and show no pretence of other art, and 
otherwise to resist all tampering with either the fabric or 
ornament of the building as it stands; if it has become in- 
convenient for its present use, to raise another building 
rather than alter or enlarge the oldone;’" in fineto treat our 
ancient buildings as monuments of a bygone art, created 
by bygone manners, that modern art cannot meddle with 
without destroying. 

Thus, and thus only, shall we escape the reproach of our 
learning being turned into a snare to us ; thus, and thus only 
can we protect our ancient buildings, and hand them down 
instructive and venerable to those that come after us. 


bfpn ^ r Ae Church. Manyl Church has 
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INTRODUCTION 


WAR MEMORIALS. 


I T is a good sign that we may observe — developing itself 
in the newspapers — a movement of public interest in 
the matter of war memorials. 

The Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings is 
not, as a Society, concerned with these memorials unless 
they be adjacent to or within ancient buildings, although 
many members of the Society are undoubtedly full ofanxiety 
as to what form of terror maybe instore for us in modern as 
well as in ancient buildings. 

What I now venture to put forward shall be confined to 
theeff ectof ill-considered memorialsbothwithinandaround 
our venerable and beautiful old churches. 

In the newspaper correspondence above-mentioned it 
may be observed that in no case has the writer, be he artist 
or layman, referred to the subject of the congruity of the 
memorial with its surroundings and yet the importance of 
this congruity can hardly be over-estimated. 

To take as an instance, a piece of sculpture. A memo- 
rial, effective in itself, may be rendered altogether a failure 
by the want of foresight and sympathy with its setting dis- 
played by the sculptor who has designed it. 

One example is worth pages of writing. I will as a speci- 
men of hopeless incongruity , ref er to the Tennyson memorial 
outside the east endof Lincoln Minster: entirely outof scale 
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with the great building before which it stands, it dwarf<= u 
and yet is dwarfed by it. ^ 

Unless I am misinformed the statue and pedestal which 
constitute the memorial were not even designed to stanr) 
where they do. Probably the sculptor worked away after 
the customary manner without a thought as to the ultimate 
destination of his work. One does not know where to lav 
the blame. It is unfortunately, in Eng]and,acommon thins- 
for sculptors to be invited to send in theirschemes whenthe 
situation of the memorial has not yet been decided upon I 
have known self-respecting sculptors refuse to compete 
under such conditions. All honour to them. 

Cases are not unknown of extreme laxity on the part of 

the.sculptorasregardsamemorialtobep]acedinsideabuild- 

ing. How seldom does the artist think of anything but the 

effect heisproducinginsidehisstudio. The members of the 
committee are gathered into the studio to see the work, to 
pronounce an opinion. Astrangeplaceisthisstudio to them 
and barn-like in their eyes, utterly unlike in its lighting or 
effect the CathedralorCburch which is tohouse the memo- 
rial. The membersobservehowtruthfully the boots are re- 
produced but cannot quite agree as to the likeness in the 

countenanceofthedeceased. Bydeftpullingaboutofblinds 

and a little juggling with top light the committee is mystified. 
Of course, in the church are no such blinds and top lights 
very possibly fte site selected in thebuilding hasaconsider- 
able window just behind the memorial. The sculptor has 
paid no consideration to this fact, has never tried the whole 
orevenpartofhiswork in the building itself. 

^ In the end the memorial declares itself to be as it really 
IS, a mere intrusion. 

All parties are disappointed, as indeed they ought to be. 
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I may bepermittedtoacldthattheaboveisnot an imaginary 
case. It bas come within my small experience more than 
once. 

To return to the outside of the building. In how many 
cases do we not observe that surrounding a modest and ven- 
erable country church the churchyard hasbeen planted with 
acrop of tall crosses of white marble. Not infrequently the 
top of some of these crosses will rise even above the eaves 
of the aisle roofs. When these chilly white memorials have 
increased in numbers what was once a calm and picturesque 
churchyard takes on the aspect, fromashort distance, of the 
drying ground of a laundry. 

The old-fashioned head-stone, so unassertive, becomes 
pleasantly toned by the finger of time; the solid grave-stone 
with the cross recumbent on it is not only incapable of pro- 
ducing the unquiet effect of the marble cross upstanding but 
is really lasting, which the crosses are not. 

It cannot be too strongly insisted upon that white marble, 
especially the cold hard blue tinted stuff made use of by the 
tomb-stonemasons,isnotonly in fact but also in effect com- 
pletely foreign toourclimateandcountry. Thefingeroftime 
can never make this material harmonisewith the surround- 
ings into which we thrust it. 

As regards the memorials set up inside our ancient 
churches, how commonly we find them to be as intrusive 
as they are inharmonious. 

The white marble now so generally in use can under no 
circumstances and in no lapse of time come into harmony 
with the somewhat warm flints of plaster and stone which 
form the internal surfaces of our ancient churches. 

There exist materials which will readily harmonise, as 
for example, Hopton Wood-stone with a fine close texture 
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of marble but of a pleasant warm tint; or Blue Pennant- or 
even the softer tones of Siena Marble if only the material 
be not brought toahigh polish. A surface-that reflects light 
is almost certainly an offence — granites are always to be 
avoided. Then there is that most obnoxious thing th^ 
modern brass. ’ 

Of old, Brasses lay on the floor, the metal was inlaid on a 
slab of dark marble where it might be had, or of stone. Being 
often trodden by the feet of the worshippers the surfaces of 
brass and marble were rubbed, were smooth, but never 
polished. 

Now-a-days the Brass is an ugly plate nailed upon or 
evensunkinto theancientwall. Burnished to a high degree 
it reflects lights in a way not only disagreeable in itself but 
often in such a manneras to render the inscription illegible 

The nave of Winchester Cathedral-to give an example 
—is sadly defaced by some particularly unfortunate speci- 
mens of this type of brass. It may be remembered that in 
this Cathedral the aisle walls below the windows are pan- 
elled in a manner to carry on the vertical and horizontal 
lines of the window tracery above. A fine opportunity this 
for the maker of brass plates to show his want of taste 
Where we expect to see the reposeful surface of solid stone 
we find a shining and glaring slab of brass, fitting into the 
tracery. The effect of continuity of wall surfaces is quite 
lost. In Exeter Cathedral we see similar blotches and in- 
congruities with bronze soldiers in low relief on a white 
marble field. 1 larsh and assertive is the result, reminding 
us of black paper silhouettes. 

And who is a worseofienderin memorials than the manu- 
facturers of stained glass ? 

An interior, provided by our forefathers with ample light 
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is turned into a gloomy cave by the perpetrators of the 
monstrosities which are set up in many an ancient church 
without the smallest regard to the effect in the building, the 
convenience of the worshippers, or the great expense to 
which people are put by the perpetual need of artificial 
light on the brightest day. Our forefathers did not set up 
opaque windows smeared with incrustations to represent a 
sham antiquity. 

It is well to give an example, accessible to all men, of 
one of our noblest buildings thus defaced and obscured by 
the glass-makers, Westminster Abbey. Let the reader see 
for himself what has been done here and now happily, 
being, some of them, removed. 

Somers Clarke. 

The Committee would be glad to receive any back num- 
bers of the Annual Report for which members have no 
further use. 

At the end of this issue will be found a perforated leaf 
which is inserted for the convenience of members who wish 
the Secretary to send a copy of this jreport to any of their 
friends. 


NOTES 


ON CASES. 


The following notes on a few selected cases gi ve general 
indication of the work done since the issue of thelast Annual 
Report. Should any member wish for further particulars 
of any of the cases describedor mentioned in the Report, the 
Secretary will gladly supply them. 

iAshton Churchy 3^orihanis. 

The Archdeacon of Northampton drew the attention of 
the Society to the condition of valuable mediffival wooden 
effigies in Ashton and two other Churches in the Arch- 
deaconry. 

We take the liberty of publishingan extract fromaletter 
written by the Archdeacon which appeared in the Diocesan 
Magazineand the Committee is glad to inform members that 
it isthe intention of the Rectors of Ashton and PaulersPury 
to carry out the Society’s recommendations for the preser- 
vation of the ancient monuments in their charge. 

“ I should like to express my special gratitude to the 
Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings, whichhas 

generouslygivenitsadvice,— andalwaysmostsoundadvice, 

—wherever incumbents, at my suggestion, have asked for 
it, I may add that I just now owe to it a most valuable re- 
port on the wooden effigies in the Churches in the southern 
part of the county, on which I hope those responsible for 

their care will proceed to act. I earnestly trust that the days 
16 
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of mutilation and novelty in the form of restoration have 
j ended in the Archdeaconry, but great careisstillneedednot 
I todestroy beautiful ancient things, when helpers are gener- 
ous and incumbents impulsive.” 

I 

Old Beaupre Castky Qlamorgan. 

Aresidentof theneighbourhooddrewtheattentionof the 
Society sometime ago to the condition of Beaupre Castle 
while he expressed the wish that something might be done 
to preseirve the ruins. 

The Society approached the owner and obtained per- 
mission for a member to make an examination of the ruins 
and a Report has been forwarded to him. The Committee 
has received no information as to his views on the matter. 

I £}iurchHaU^Bdbroughton^Worcesten}iire, 

The ancient tithe barn in the Rectory grounds at Bel- 
broughton has recently been repaired and adapted as a 
i Church Hall. 

; The building, which is about twenty feet wide by eighty 
i feet long, consists of five bays of well constructed timber 
; framing. Thetwoeastermostbayshadthewallsfilledinwith 
; brick Hogging and were probably of latter construction than 

the remainder of the building which was covered with weath- 
er-boarding, in place of the brick nogging. The weather- 
boarding which was mostly of elm andin bad repair, has beeh 
replaced with brick nogging of hand-made bricks to match 
the eastermost bays. 

The timbers of the walls have been carefully repaired and 
strengthened where necessary, and a series of windows in- 
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serted in the upper half of the side wall for the lighting and 
ventilation of the building. 

The walls have been plastered on the inside of the brick- 
work leaving the oak timbers exposed, and the roof has been 
ceiled wi th plaster, on the underside of the raf ters and collars, 
for warmth. 

The two westmost bayshavebeen separated with folding 
doors from thethree other baystoformaRecreation Room, 
and an entrance porch built against the end wall. There- 

mainingportion,consistingofthreebays,willformtheRead- 

ing Room,andbyopeningthefolding doors the whole ofthe 
building can be usedforlecturesor concerts when required. 
A platform has been erected at the end of the room and a 
portion has been partitioned off as a retiring room. 

Where the large doors existed in the side walls near the 
centre of thebuilding,abay window has been formed on the 
south side and a fireplace and window on the opposite side. 
The warming of the Recreation Room has been provided 
for by asmallstove fixed at the west end with a cast iron flue 
pipe carried up through the roof. 

The floors are of boarded deal fixed in mastic on a bed of 
concrete with a layer of broken brick underneath to prevent 
condensation forming on the concrete. 

The work has been carried out in a successful manner by 
a local builder under the supervision of an architect, who is 
a member of the Society. The cost amounted to ;^ 466 . 

S^onh Bar^ Beverley^ Torl^. 

Town Toll Bars, so valuable as historical records of our 
old boroughs, are unfortunately disappearing to make way 
for the ever increasing road traffic. In this case the Bar 
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stands in no immediate danger and furthermore it is kept in 
excellent repair by the town authorities and the owners o 
the Bar house who have for centuries held certain rights in 
connection with it. 

The Society has, however, for some time past given the 
matter careful consideration so that, in the event of this ap- 
proach to Beverley being considered too narrow for the 
traffic, it may be ready with a practical scheme to lay before 
those responsible,by which the need will bemetand the Bar 
saved. 

Unfortunately the old house in North Bar Street Within, 
shown on the left of our first illustration, has been pulled 
down and an imitativehalf-timberedbuildingerectedonthe 
site. 

Tithe Barn^ Bradford^on-jTpon^ Wilts. 

The condition of this well-known fourteenth century 
Barn has caused much anxiety to those who appreciate the 
value of this simple architecture which adds interest to the 
countryside. 

The building was private property and the owner was un- 
able to do the necessary repair work but in 1914 he offered 
it as it stood to any Society or body who would preserve it, 
otherwise it would have to be pulled down. 

The War having broken out, it was difficult to find any 
Society willing to undertake fresh responsibilities but the 
Wiltshire Archseological and Natural History Society, 
realising that the last chance of saving the building might 
be lost, came forward and took possession of it. That Society 
has since raised sufficient money to carry out the most press- 
ing repairs so that the barn has been made water-tight. 
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The Committee would wish to take this opportunity of 
publicly expressing its appreciation of the Wiltshire 
Archaeological Society’s action and its hope that after the 
w^arfurther funds may be obtained. 

Bruton Dovecot^ Some7‘set. 

Therepairwork to this Dovecothasnot up to the present 
time been carriedout astheSociety had hoped. Localfeel- 
ing was strong that in view of the difficulty in obtaining 
labour and materials it would be wiser to postpone the work 
and, as the bulk of the Repair Fund had been collected in 
the district, the Committee could only acquiesce. However 
the money is forthcoming to do at any rate part of the 
Society’s proposals and as soon as circumstances are more 
favourable the work will be done and the building handed 
over to the National Trust. 

Canterbury Old Stone zAnnSy Kent, 

During thepastyearan interestingquestion aroseatCan- 

terbury in connection with an old Coat of Arms, including 
the Arms of Hanover, which is built into the front of the 
premises of a local business firm. 

The Royal Warrant Holders Associationraisedaprotest 
against the display of the old Arms although, they were in 
no way used commercially. The Lord Chamberlain was 
appealed to by the Society and other iiffiuential people with 
the result that he granted the present occupiers of the build- 
ing permission to retain the Arms in the position they now 
hold as long as the building stands. 

This carved panel is an ancient landmark of the town and 
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the Committee was very glad that the danger which threat- 
ened it was satisfactorily overcome. 

St. Laurence Chapel, Crediton, Devon. 

This thirteenth century Chapel hasat some time been con- 
verted into cottag;es and has been used as such for many 
years. It is now proposed to restore the building to its pro- 
per purpose. 

The architect appointed to carry out the work kindly at- 
tended a Committee meeting of the Society and explained 
his proposed treatment of the building at length. Although 
in certain minor details the Committee could not agree with 
his recommendations, it felt that on the whole the case 
would be treated in the right spiritandithighly appreciated 
the opportunity of discussing the work with an architect 
who in some respects holdsslightlydifferentviews from the 
Society. 

Croxden nAbbey, Staffs, 

Since 1884 this case has from time to time come before 
the Society’s notice and on various occasions, notably when 
the Church was pulled down in 1885, it has done its best to 
influence the custodians to treat the ruins in accordance 
with the Society’s principles. 

The Estate recently changed hands and the Committee 
immediately'got into touch with the new owner, who proved 
to bein sympathy with the Society’s aims and who accepted 
the Society’s offer to act as a consulting body when works 
are proposed in connection with any of the group of build- 
ings which comprise the Abbey. 
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Durham Cathedral, 

When it becainepublicly known thatscaffoldinghadbeen 

erected to the vault of the nave of Durham Cathedral, con- 
i . i siderable anxiety was expressed in many quarters. 

j ' The Committee made enquiriesfromoneortwo members 

j who had seen the building and then wrote to the Dean and 
’ Chapter asking if it might be allowed to send a deputation 

of three architects to inspect the building on behalf of the 
Society. 

The Society’s request was refused, 

4 S>t, John s Church,^ Duu^fordy Cambs, 

■ ; It would have been unpardonable if this exceptionally in- 

1 ‘ teresting Church hadbeen allowed to suffer from the weather 

^ 1 1 and gradually fall to ruins, and yet it seemed likely that this 

. would be the case unless some definite action were taken. 

The earliest portions of the Church are Norman, the 
chancel appears to have been built in the fourteenth cen- 
tury and the Chapel added a little later. The Church con- 
tains mural paintings and fine tracery, and part of the nave 
is seated with old oak benches. The living, is in the gift of 
Clare College and, in consequence of the union of two 
parishes, St. John’s Church has been disused for some thirty 
years. 

A professional member of the Society visited the build- 
ing and after his report had received the approval of the 
Committee it was forwarded to the Rector. In spite of its 
financial loss owing to the war, Clare College generously 
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offered a donation towards the requisite repairs to save the 
structure from deterioration if the Rector could collect 
money for the purpose. Efforts are being made even at the 
present time towards carryingoutthemostpressingrepairs. 
The Committee feels confident these will be, done on the 
most economical lines as the Rector has asked its represen- 
tative to supervise the work. The Society wishes to point 
out that this case merits the sympathy of all interested in 
the care of ancient buildings. 

Dyserth C'^stle, Flints. 

Very little is left now of the ruins of Dyserth Castle. 

The site is privately owned and leased to a Quarry Com- 
pany, whose works are gradually undermining the Castle. 
The Society deeply regrets the loss of this historic monu- 
ment but it was powerless to save the ruins as heavy com- 
pensation seemed the only means of securing this end. 

Exeter, iith Century House. 

In last year’s report the discovery of the Norman House 
in King Street was reported and hope was expressed that 
the building might be carefully preserved.^ 

Although the City Council cannot see its way to spend 
much money on such an object as this at the present time, 
it has consented to do a certain amount of protective work 
to prevent further damage by weather and trespassers at 
the cost of a few guineas and the Society has made a small 
grant towards the work from its Building Fund. 
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Cams Mill, Fare ham, Hants. 


This is said to be the oldest tidal mill in England. It was 
used until a few years ago butnow it is in disrepairand may 
even collapse it is feared unless some timely help is forth- 
coming. 

It IS a charming and interesting building and in more 
prosperous times no doubt it would have been well looked 
after, but under the prevailingcircumstances it is a difficult 
case to tackle. However, thelesseeof theadjoiningproper- 
ty hasthe interestof the oldMillatheart, and if itis possible 
to save it the Committee feels sure every effort will be made 


Pigeon House, Fiddington, Gloucester. 


This particularly fine Pigeon House ishappily receiving 
the attention it certainly deserves owing to the joint efforts 
of the owner of the property and the Society. 

1 1 is a tower of stone 22 feet square bearing the date 1637 
with four gables at the intersection of which is a fine open 
turret covered with lead, by which the pigeons went in and 
out. Inside there are more than a 1,000 well-made nesting 
holes. On one side there is a delightful little doorway with 
original nail-studded oak door, it has a four centred pointed 
arch andextremelyrich mouldings with a square drip-stone 
owr. About half way up the outside walls, which are 3 feet 
thick, there is a very boldly juttingmouldingto prevent rats 
climbing up. 

The building was in good condition with the exception 
of the roof covering and, in accordance with the Society’s 
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ciety living in the neighbourhood visited the building and 
found it in process of demolition. The house, which dated 
from the sixteenth century, appeared to be in sound con- 
dition and if it had not been deliberately pulled down to 
make room for a motor garage, it would have served the 
purpose for which it was built for many years to come. 

Qlasgow, ‘Tolbooth Steeple. 

When the proposal of the Town Council became known, 
strong protests were made and the question was brought 
beforethe Ancient Monuments Board for Scotland. After 
an examination of the Steeple and of the Town Council’s 
proposals, the Board reported to the Commissioners of 
Works that the Steeple was a monument which oughttobe 
preserved under the terms of the Ancient Monuments Act, 
1913, and that the Town Council’s proposals should' notbe 
approved. 

As a result of this Reportandof further communications 
with the Commissioners of Works, the proposal has for 
the present been withdrawn. 

It appeared to the Committee that, under the circum- 
stances, its action should be suspended forthepresent — but 
should the building again be threatened, the Society should 
combine its efforts with other influential bodies to protest 
against the destruction of one of the most important archi- 
tectural features of Glasgow. 

Dolphin Inn, Quildford, Surrey. 

We give a view of the Dolphin Inn but regret to say that 
the Guildford Corporation has decided that it must be de- 
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stroyed. It is possible that, had the Society been warned 
that the building was in danger before the Committee which 
deals with street improvements had come to a decision, it 
might have been saved. Indeed there is no real reason why 
it should not be saved now beyond the fact that a decision 
has been come to and they refuse to reconsider it. 

We are inclined to believe that a good deal of damage is 
done in our ancient towns owing to the Corporations work- 
ing through CommitteeSc If the building in danger happens 
to come before one Committee first it may be saved, if on the 
other hand it comes before say the Street Improvements 
Committee, the members of which are solely thinking of 
practical questions, the building is doomed. 

W'e are grateful to the owners of the Dolphin Inn, Hodg- 
sons’ Kingston Brewery Company, for the Directors were 
most courteous and willing to alter their plans in order that 
the building might be saved but the Highways Committee 
stood out for the building being set back, which meant of 
course its removal. 

The disappointing part is thatnothing is gained by widen- 
ing the street on this plot of ground because the adjacent 
building cannot be set back. 

Hadleigh Quildhall^ Suffolk, 

The town of Hadleigh in Suffolk w^as at the height of its 
prosperity in early Tudor days when it was governed by 
Guilds, of which there were five, ■yz;s.; Trinity jCorpusChristi, 
St. John, Jesus and Our Lady Guild. 

B y t h e wor di ng of a gr an t by Wi 11 iam Clopton to Augu stus 
Denton in the reign of Henry the Sixth(l 483) the Reverend 
Hugh Pigot, the Hadleigh historian, infers that the pile of 
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buildings on the south side of the Churchyard existed in 

1483andheadds: . • “WhethertheGuildhallwasstanding 

then I cannot say, but from its not being mentioned in this 
grant, I am inclined to think that it was not and . . that 
it is of later date than the house and ‘long room,’’ which it 
adjoins. The property of the Guilds was sold in 1547,and 
in 1571 Queen Elizabeth granted the Guildhall to a family 
of the name of Grey who sold the title to it in 1574 to Mr 

Henry Wentworth for /"Sd 13s. 4<i.” 

Mr. Pigot further mentions that . . “the Guildhall— 
or place at which these Guilds used to hold their meetings, 
both for business and for banqueting andat which also they 
were accustomed toassemble previously to walking in pro- 
cession to the Church— is a handsome room 80 feet long, 
by 22 feet 6 inches wide, with an open king-post roof and 
moulded beams running along it on each side justbelowthe 
wall plate. . . ” 

This is behind and at right angles to the picturesque 
building here illustrated, but forms part of one block now 
generally known as the Guildhall. 

Across the churchyard and directly opposite is the fif- 
teenth century flint and stone Parish Church with its fine 
lead-covered spire, while on the west side of the Church- 
yard is the Rectory Tower or Deanery Gateway as it is 
alternatively called, a characteristic Tudor structure of 
beautifully mellowed thin red bricks with “burnt-end” dia- 
pered patterns, built in 1495 by aformer Rector, Archdeacon 
Pykenham. Thus these three separate types of building 
form an exceptionally interesting architectural group and 
the question of introducing new work naturally became 
one of paramount importance if the old-world charm and 
harmony of the whole was not to be disturbed. 
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The two view^s show the Guildhall group respectively 
before and after reparation and it may be said at once, as 
indeed can be seen in the photographs, that the necessary 
work of repair has not been otherwise than beneficial. The 
light semi-modern window frames, seen in the older photo- 
graph, had become decayed and required renewal as did also 
some of the external plaster work. On investigation some 
of the quasi studs were discovered to be merely boards nailed 
to themullions of the hidden original windows, with modern 
plaster hllingbetween. These, on beingexposed were found 
to have the remains of small cusped and carved traceried 
heads, though unfortunately in no case was one complete. 

Quite ri gb tly these w^ere not renewed though i t woul d have 
been easy to have made a conjectural restoration from evi- 
dence available and from similar examples stillextantinthe 
same locality. Instead the new glazing was taken up to the 
tops of all lights leaving the fragments of the old pierced 
heads to speak for themselves. 

It was atthisstageof the work thatitwasdecidedtorevert 
to the original fenestration; at least in the only remaining 
portion of the former three-storied building. Where possi- 
ble the old vertical studs — moulded on one side out of the 
solid to form the window jambs — were retained and the 
spaces between (divided by mullions) were reglazed though 
in one or two instances the old moulded studs had to be moved 
to their original positions either a little to the right or left. 

Where new moulded oak was necessary a slightly differ- 
ent contour was used to distinguish it from the original 
moulded work though perhaps a simple chamfer would have 
sufficed. The desired result however, from the Society’s 
point of view, is achieved because future antiquaries will 
be able easily to recognise the work of the 1915 reparation 
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which without being imitative is in no way discordant Ti 

™ “““ "5”“'' •»»“ »two„!, 

carved pilasters on the ground floor wherequatrefoiltrar^. 

ned panels unlike the originals, have been introduced 
Part of the ground floor of this building is now used for 
parochial purposes while the upper part is used as a corset 
actory On account of the latter some of the glazing had 
been frosted” with an unpleasant effect very irritatfng to 
the eye, as discernible in the earlier photograph. Simple 
obscured glass, of the kind known as “ double rolled cathe- 
drahvhite, has been substituted for the ugly white panes 

with what advantageous results is to be seen in the morere 
cent View. 

Phis case IS one of those fortunate instances where the 
views of the Society were sought by those interested at the 
trea^/“ been throughout the progress of the work 


Hickling Church, 


■ portion of the roof of the south aisleof this Church cot 

lapsed last year and at the request of the Rector a profes- 
sional oiember of the Society inspected the building. It wa^ 
recommen Jd that the work of repair should be postponec 

ndthewalLsshouldbeprotectedwithcorrugatedironsheets 

^ c emporary manner. Arrangements are nowbeingmade 
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Holbrook Churchy Suffolk^. 

This caseaffords a typical example of where the Society’s 
knowledge and experience can be of the greatest value to 
guardians of old buildings. 

Holbrook Church requires extensive repairs and the 
Rector, having two Architects’ Reports before him, felt the 
need of an outside opinion before coming to a definite deci- 
sion. The Committee willingly asked one of its members to 
visit and subsequently sent to the Rector a report dealing 
with its recommendations as regards the preservation of the 
building. The work is to beput in chargeof a local architect 
who will act in consultation with the Society. Itishoped that 
some of the more urgent work will be carried out this year 
and the rest by degrees as the cost can be met. 

Holm Lacy Churchy Hereford. 

The Society received information that considerable alter- 
ations were being carried out to this Church and with the 
consent of the Vicar, a report was obtained from a profes- 
sional member on the works proposed and in progress. 

The chief work undertaken has been the repair and under- 
pinning of the walls. 

The following works were also contemplated. 

To replace the existing tiles on the roofs with stone slates 
and expose the timbers underneath by the removal of the 
plaster vault. The lowering of the floor to its original level 
and the reseating of the Church. The removal of the modern 
gallery at the west end of the nave and moving the organ 
from the south aisle to the place of the gallery. 
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wmcnmayresult.nyearstocomefromthe increased weiX 

of the stone tiles and the risk of the Church being flooL 
by the overflowing of the River Wye which hasbeenknown 
to rise above the proposed le^'el of the floor. 

Photographs are reproduced showing the existing seats 
which form amostmterestingfeature of the interior. Thev 
are constructed of oak after the fashion of a settle with open 
backs and shaped arms, probably of Charles 1 1 . period. Un- 
fortunately on account of the discomfort from the straight 
backs and narrow seats, it was proposed to remove them in 
avour of modern seats. Suggestions were made by the Com 
mhtee whereby the seats could be made quite comfortable 
without detracting from their appearance and it is under- 
stood that the suggestions will be adopted and the seats re- 
tained. 

The Committee also pleaded with success for the reten- 
tion of the Font, which is probably of the same date as the 

seats and of considerable in terest as an example of the period. 
Ightham Mote, K^nt. 

The owner of this interesting house has recently under- 
taken some necessary repairs to the entrance tower, where 
the walls had cracked owing to the excessive weight of a 
tu^et erected in modern times over the newel staircase. 

The tower is situated about the centre of the rvest side 
ot the courtyard and is approached by a modern bridge 
across the moat. It consists of an amViAft ti,„ 
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with original three-light windows in the front and back 
walls. The roof is covered with cast lead and surrounded 
with a battlemented parapet. 

The newel staircase, which occupies the south-west an- 
gle, is partly formed in the thickness of tne outer walls 
and where it encroaches into the rooms it is constructed of 
timber framing fi.lled in with plaster. The staircase starts 
from the first floor and continues up to the roof, at which 
level the modern turret has been rebuilt with brickwork, to 
about ten feet above the battlements. The front and back 
walls of the tower are faced with rubble walling of Kentish 
rag, with clunch dressings to the windows and the angles. 
The side walls above the roofsof theadjoiningbuildingsare 
faced with brickwork. 

The settlement occurred in the south-west angle w^here 
the walls are reduced in thickness for the staircase. The 
south wall was cracked through its thickness in a slanting 
direction from about the second floor level to the centre of 
the parapet- The quoins at the foot of the crack were broken 
through and displaced, and the angle above was in danger 
of being forced outwards by the weight of the modern 
turret above. 

It was decided to remove the modern turret in order to 
relieve the angle of its weight and it has been taken down 
to within a foot above the battlements and finished with a 
flat roof of oak timbers covered with cast lead. 

In dealing with the repair and strengtheningof the angle, 
precautions were taken to guard against any further move- 
ment during the progress of the work by fixing stout battens 
on the outside of the front and the back walls of the tower, 
near the foot and the top of the cracks, which were held in 
position with iron tie rods across the side wails. 
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The strengthening of the angle has been done from the 
inner faces of the south and west walls of the staircase. 
The loose portions on each side of the cracks have been re- 
moved to the back of the outer facing and the solid portions 
rebonded together with fiat tiles built in courses and grouted 
in solid. The angle has been still further strengthened by 
the insertion of two deep lintels of tiles built in cement 
mortar, through the thickness of the south and west walls 
to the back of the outer facing, the full width of the stair- 
case. The plaster where removed from the interior of the 
walls during the process of repair has been renewed and 
distempered. 

The exterior facing of the whole tower has been repaired 
andrepointed where necessary and the perished stone and 
clunch has been treated with Siasic ” solution in order to 
arrest the decay and harden the stone to withstand the 
weather. The roofs of the adjoining buildings which are 
covered with hand -made tiles have been repaired and lead 
soakers inserted where the tiles buttagainst the sidesof the 
to^ver. 


Ledbury {Xlarket Hall^ Hi 


This is a fine old timber hall of oak beams and plaster, 
standing on tall oak columns so as to afford an open shelter 
under it. 

A member visited the building to report to the sSociety 
upon some works which were then in progress. The altera- 
tions were precautionary measures against fi re and the Com- 
mittee was glad to find them less harmful to the biiildin;.?; 
than it had been led to suppose. It regarded the renewal of 
the outside staircase as unfortunate and unnecessary butas 
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it was of a later date than the rest of the building the loss 
was not so serious. The floor was re-laid with oak in place 
of deal and gas was substituted for a coal fire, both of which 
changes could only be regarded asbeneficial to the building. 

Lambert's Shop^ Coventry Street^ London^ IV. 

Some months ago, Londoners were much distressed to 
receive the news that a well-known landmark in the West 
End was threatened with destruction. It appears that the 
site of this interesting Georgian shop is included in an im- 
provement scheme which may or may not be carried out 
but at any rate there is little likelihood of anything being done 
until after the War. 

This Society approached other London Societies with 
similar interests in thehope that someconcertedaction might 
impress upon the promoters of the scheme and others the 
value of the building but it was generally decided that such 
a course would serve no useful purpose. 

Ogmore Castle^ S. Wales. 

The ruins of Ogmore Castle are badly in need of repair. 
At the request of the Duchy of Lancaster a member of the 
Society made a Report and Specification but, although it 
was the intention of the Chancellor to preserve the ruins, 
the outbreak of War rendered it impossible for apublic body 
to undertake any work of the kind. The Surveyor General 
of the Duchy expressed his entire sympathy with the treat- 
ment suggested and therefore the Society hopes that at a 
future time the Duchy may see its way to adopt it in carry- 
ing out the reparation. 
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In the meanwhile the ruins are not particularly safe and 
portions are liable to fall. 

Pawlett Churchy Somerset. 

The work mentioned in last year’s Report, where illustra- 
tions of the Church will be found, has now been completed. 
The fifteenth century cradle roofs of the nave, transepts, 
porch and vestry have been carefully repai red piece by piece. 
The majority of the main framing timbers have been saved 
with a patch here and there but the unseen “common rafters” 
had to be renewed to the extent of about one quarter in the 
nave, and one half in the transepts. A stout o^k tie beam 
has been insertedin the middle of thenave to tie the leaning 
walls together. 

The modern flatceiledroof of thechancel,in an even more 
decayed condition than the old roofs, has been replaced by 
a cradle roof of plastered oak with two plain cross ribs with 
simply modelled plaster borders. It was felt that the flat 
ceiling impaired the proportions of the east end, but the new 
roof, though in general harmony with the others, is suffi- 
ciently distinctive not to be confused with the old work. 

Both transept and chancel roofs have been recovered 
with tiles in place of the slates which were of poor quality 
and foreign to the district. The lead covering of the nave 
has been recast and out of surplus lead a gutter with heavy 
honey-suckle ornament has been cast from the tiny portion 
of the old one which remained. 

The south nave window which had been thrust out beyond 
its centre of gravity has been relaid, and the cracks of the 
Tower arch, the south transept arch and the chancel pier 
have been bonded and grouted up. The stonework of the 
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north chancel window was so cracked that portions had to 
be reformed in tile. The north-east corner of the vestry, 
which had been greatly damaged by the insertion of a chim- 
ney flue, had to be rebuilt, the local limestone being cracked 
to pieces by the heat. The inclined south-west angleof the 
porch has been underpinned and the arch tied with an iron 
bar. 

TheSanctuarypavinghasbeenrelaidoncementconcrete. 
The ‘‘Vicarage box-pew, which has been patched together 
fromolderpanellinganddeal boards, has been reconstructed 
on the L plan, so as to ido away with the deal boards. The 
oak pew which stood in front of the screen has been removed 
and the painted panelwork of the lower portion uncovered, 
bringing to light a series of openings irregularly placed in 
the centres of the panels, in the form of squares, quatrefoi Is 
and stirrups, from 2 Jin. to 4in. wide. Only the above pews 
have been disturbed and in each case for reasons which 
seemed to outweigh the objections. The pulpit has been 
lowered by the removal of the modern deal triviality which 
intervened between the stone base and its floor. The plaster- 
work of the nave has been repaired and some coloured eigh- 
teenth century texts brought to light. Finally the lead gut- 
ters of the Tower have been recast and alead shoot provided 
to discharge the water clear of the Tower. 

Lower Peover Churchy C^ieshire, 

This building has suffered badly from restorations in times 
past but nevertheless it is interestinginside because it is en- 
tirely timber constructed. On the last occasion when the 
Church was restored sufficient attention does not seem to 
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havebeen given to the structural question—a verycommon 

occurrence. 

Something must be done now to prevent this building 
spreading. A report approved by the Committee has been 
acceptedby the Vicar and we hopeitwillbe carriedoutafter 
the War is over. 

In the meantime the Vicar has inf ormed us that temporary 

measuresarebeingtaken to prevent furtherspreadingofthe 
building. 

Polesworth Qatehouse, Warwick. 

Three years ago the parishioners of Polesworth came 
into possessionof the old Nunnery Gatehouse whichstands 
in the Market Place of the village. Part of the building 
appears to date from the fourteenth century and part from 
the end of the sixteenth century. In 1913, the Secretary 
visited the building and made a Report and since that time 
the Society has taken a deep interest in it. The fabric was 
sadly in need of repair, which is gradually being done in a 
conservative manneras money can be raised for the purpose. 
Progress has of necessity been very slow lately, and it was 
feared at one time that the work would have to stand over 
indefinitely, but a short while ago the Vicar, who acts as 
trustee, informed the Society that they were about to spend 
;f50 or ;^60 on the most pressing repairs. This will be of 
the greatest value in preserving the building from further 
damage. 
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'Rdtcliffe-on-Soar Churchy 

For some time past this interesting Chinch has been 
undergoing repair in accordance with' the Society’s methods 
and during last year the following progress has been made. 

The chief work consisted in the repair of the timbers and 
the recastingandrelayingof theleadonthe roof of thenave. 
A hanging scaffold was erected for tlie work of strengthen- 
ing and repairing the timbers. The ends of the main cross 
beams were found, to have perished and necessitated there- 
newalof the decayed ends with English oakcaref ally scarfed 
and bolted to the sound portions of thebeams. Thelongitu- 
diiial bearers have been repaired in a similar manner wher- 
ever possible but in one of the bays it was found necessary 
to renew one piece entirely. The work hasbeencarriedout 
in the Society’s usual manner, without removing any of the 
main timbers. The boarding and the rafters were removed 
where necessary and the work of repair and strengthening 
done in position from the scaffolding. The rafters and board- 
ing being replaced as the wmrk proceeded. 

The lead was recast into sheets of the required sizes to an 
even thickness weighing 71bs.per foot super and relaid with 
hollow rolls at the vertical junction of the sheets on deal 
boarding nailed on battens over the oak boarding to form 
a double thickness with a space between for ventilation as 
a preventative against the cold and condensation. 

The other ivorks undertaken included the repointing of 
portions of the exterior walls, the lime washing of the interior 
and refixing the stove at the west end of thenave with a cast- 
iron flue pipe carried up through the roof of the north aisle. 
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Vicarage Farm^' Ronton^ Staffs. 

This charming old house, situated in the depths of the 
country, is a mostinterestinghalf-timbered building, dating 
from the sixteenth century. It belongs to the churchVand 
although it has been untenanted for some years, it has been 
kept structurally sound through the kindness of the patron 
of the living and others. The house stands in need of cer- 
tain minor repairs but it is not on account of these that the 
Committee feels most concerned. The farm is liable to be 
sold, though there is no immediate prospect of this, and the 
Society is strongly of opinion that if possible it should be 
purchased as a public possession. 

Somerton {Klarket Qt'oss^ Somerset. 

The Parish Council of Somerton has accepted Lord 
Ijchester’s offer of the gift of the Cross and 10 towards the 
repair of it. 

A member of the Society visited Somerton and reported 
to the Committee that the necessary repairs could be carried 
out at a comparatively small cost and furthermore he has 
offered his services as architect during the course of the work. 
This, however, has been postponed until after the War. 

As will be seen from thephotograph, the Cross is a promi- 
nent feature of the town and richly deserves the most care- 
ful attention. 
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Southweh ^iinster^ Notts. 

The Church authorities have lately considered it necess- 
ary to provide additional Vestry accommodation at South- 
well Minster. The architect in charge proposed to roof 
in a small open court between the Chapter House and the 
Choir. As soon as the scheme became known, the Society 
received a number of letters pointing out the disadvantages 
of it. The Committee therefore approached the Architect 
who courteously allowed his plans to be seen. These were 
carefully considered and it was finally decided that, since a 
new vestry was essential, the scheme was the best solution 
of the difficulty and was certainly preferable to erecting a 
new building in the vicinity of the Minster. The small 
court has been entirely refaced in modern times and an old 
doorway w'ould be opened up to form the entrance to the 
vestry. 

The Committee regretted to find itself in disagreement 
with the local Architectural Society but though it would 
infinitely have preferred to see no alterations made, it con- 
sidered the proposals described above the most desirable in 
the interests of the ancient building. 

Stanstead <iAbbotSy Cloc\ Schooly Herts. 

There was a suggestion that this old Tower and Clock, 
which has been a benefit to the public for two hundred years 
or more, might be offered for sale and the people in the 
locality were apprehensive of what might be the conse- 
quences. 

The Society was given the option pf purchase which 
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attorded it an opportunity of pointing out to the owner the 
nature 01 its aims and of approaching the Parish Council 
with the result that that body arranged to share the respon 
sibility with the owner of keeping the clock in order. 

An intere^ing point arose in connection with the matter. 
1 he Parish Council being desirous of keeping the Clock in 
Its present position had previously voted a small sum to be 
paid annually to the owner but the auditor for the Local 
Government Board would not allow the payment as‘a 
Council cannot legally expend public money upon private 
property. However, the difficulty was overcome and the 
Cominittee hopes that,under the protection of local authori- 
ties, the Clock may remain a useful and beautiful feature 
ot the village for future generations. 

Old House ^ Tenby, Pembroke. 

TheSocietyhaseveryreasontohopethatthispicturesque 

old housemay be saved from tlie irreparabledecayinto which 

It is fal ling. It is the property of the Mayor and Town Council 

and in answer to the Society’s urgent appeals, the matter 
has been referred to aCommittee which was deputed to in- 
spect the house and submit a report to the Council. 

The Society hasnotyetbeeninformedoftheresultof this 
stepbutithaslittledoubtthatthelocalauthoritiesvvillappre- 

ciate that buildings such as this add an interest to the town 
and an attraction to visitors. 
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We nowtaketheopportiiTiityofpiiblishing extracts from 
a letter we have received from the Rector on the completion 
of the work. 

31 August, 1915. 

I have bad it in my mind for some time to write and tell 
you how successfully the repairs to our ancient church tower 
were carried out last year. The ancient appearance of the 
Tower has been so little’ altered, that shortly after the work 
was finished, a visitor who has known the Church for many 
years asked as she looked at the Tower “ When is the work 
going to begin ? ” 

Tilfora Bridge, Surrey. 

The disfigurement of this ancient wooden bridge caused 
great anxiety in the neighbourhood and the Society was 
asked to protest against it. 

The Committee immediately approached those responsi- 
ble for laying the unsightly water pipe and was assured that 
it was their intention to carry the pipe under the ford ad- 
joining the bridge as soon as this could be done with safety. 

The Committee wrote a letter on the subject to the local 
press, which was referred to with satisfaction in the Report 
of the West Surrey Society. 

{Marble Hill, Twickenham. 

A member of the Society visited this old Mansion now 
under the care of the London County Council. The build- 
ing had fallen into disrepair but the Committee is happy to 
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reportthat the pantile roofandtimbershave been thoroughly 
repaired an d that the building altogether red ects great credit 
upon its custodians. 

Tyberton & Madley Qhurchyard Qrosses^ Hereford. 

Two most interesting Crosses have only quite recently 
come to light at Madley and Tybertoii. The head of the 
Madley Cross was discoveredamong the effects of a private 
gentleman and it has now been restored to the very complete 
base and shaft which stand in the Churchyard. The heads 
are similar in design, the Saviour on the Cross occupies one 
side and the Virgin and Child the other. 

The head of Tyberton Cross, the more perfectof thetwo, 
has been used asafinialon the endof the Nave of the brick- 
built Church but it has lately been replaced in its original 
position as shown in our illustration. 

Qlass at York Minster. 

In October last a member of the Society visited York at 
the invitation of Mr,W.J.Tapper,Surveyorto the Minster, 
in order to confer with him and the firm of glaziers which is 
carrying out the repairs to the glass. 

A general inspection of the windows in the Minster was 
first made and the Clerk of Works detailed briefly the his- 
tory of such repairs as have been carried out during the last 
twenty to twenty-five years. To allow of a closer view lad- 
ders were raised to some of the windows on the north aisle 
of the choir, one or two of these being in a precarious, not 
to say dangerous condition, Every facility wasgiventofhe 
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representative from the Society to see the state of the win- j 

dows both before and af ter repair and also the actual treat- ! 

ment of the glass in the workshops. \ 

From these it would seem that within the period referred i 

to the gl ass has on the whole been well cared for, but there is j 

pretty clear evidence that in recent years the care bestowed ] 

upon all repair to the glazing could hardly be excelled. 

No attempt to restore or reconstruct is made and the re- 1 

leading is done without altering any of the existing glass. ^ 

Small parts actually missing are filled with plain glass toned | 

down to stop the glare and prevent its looking like a hole in ^ 

the window. 4 

The chief work done to make the repairs permanent con- 
sists in cutting out the iron saddlebars and tipping them at 
each end with good brass before re-inserting the ends in the 
stonework. Each panel of glass is them securely fixed to 
the strengthened bars and remains'supported there, indepen- 
dent of the panels above or below. 

The Surveyor is to be congratulated upon the excellent 
work now being carried out under his directions by the firm of 
glaziers and their workmen also, who seem to take a great 
pride in preserving without any wish toattempt conjectural 
restoration. The thanksof the Society'are due to Mr. Tapper 
for arranging the meeting and giving so much time to show 
and explain what is being done. 
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LIST OF buildings WHICH HAVE COME 
BEFORE THE SOCIETY SINCE JUNE 1st, 1915 


Alderton Church, Northants. 

Ashton Church, Northants. 

Barsham East Estate, Norfolk. 

Beaupre Castle, Glamorgan. 

Belbroughton, Church Hall, 
Wore, 

Beverley .Minster, Yorks. 

Beverley, North Gar, Yorks, 
rough Bridge Church, Yorks. 

Bradford-on-Avon, Tithe Barn 
Wilts. 

Brentford, Three Pigeons Inn. 

Broadway Church, Wore. 

Bruton Dovecote, Somerset. 

Canterbury, Old Stone Arms, 
Kent. 

Carlisle, Peter Nicholas Stone, 
Cumberland. 

Chester Refectory, Cheshire. 

Chingford Old Church, ' Essex. 

Chiseldon Church, Wilts. 

Chiswick, Old Almshouses. 

Christchurch Priory, Hants. 

Coventry, St. Mary’s Hall, 
Warwick. 

Crasswall Priory, Hereford. 


Crediton, St. Laurence Chapel, 
Devon. 

Croxden Abbey, Staffs. 
Cullompton Church, Devon. 
Dartmouth, Butterwalk, Devon. 
Dundee, Town Hall. 

Durham Cathedral. 

Durrington Stone Cross, Wilks. 
Duxford, St. John’s Church, 
Carnbs. 

Dyserth Castle, Flints. 
Evesham, All Saints’ Church, 
Wore. 

Exeter, Norman House, Devon. 
Fairford Church, Glos. 
Fareham Tidal Mill, Hants. 
Fiddington, Pigeon House, 
Near Tewkesbury. 
Fingriughoe Church, Essex. 
Folkestone, Old House in the 
Bayle, Kent. 

Glasgow, Tolbooth Steeple. 
Guildford, St. Catherine’s 
Chapel, Surrey. 

Guildford, The Dolphin Inn, 
Surrey. 
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Hadieigh, Guildhal], SiiJfifolk. 

Halifax, Lede Chapel, Yorks. 

Hanney West Church, Berks.- 

Haiighley Church, Suffolk. 

Hickling Church, Notts. 

Holbrook Church, Suffolk. 

Holme Church, Notts. 

Holme-Lacy Church, Hereford. 

Hurstmonceaux Castle, Sussex. 

Ightham Mote, Kent. 

Kendal, Castle Dairy, West- 
morland. 

Kingsclere Church, Hants. 

Langley Chapel, Salop. 

Layer Breton Church, Essex. 

Ledbury, Market House, 
Hereford. 

Leeds, Allwoodley Hall, Yorks. 

Llanbadarn Fawr, Churchyard 
Crosses, Cardigan. 

London, All Hallows Barking, 
E.C. 

London, St. Alphage Church, 
London Wall. 

London, St. Bartholomew the 
Great Gateway. 

London, Dick Whittington Inn, 
Cloth Fair. 

London, House in Stratford 
Place, W. 

London, Lambert’s Shop, 
Coventry Street. 

London, North Street and 
Smith Square. 


IMadley, Churchyard Cross, 
Hereford* 

Maidstone, All Saints’ Church, 
Kent. 

Malvern Great, St. Mary’s 
Church, Wore. 

Marston, Cromwell’s Castle, 
Oxon. 

Middleton, Boar’s Head Inn, 
Lancs. 

Mitton Lower Church, Wore. 

Ogmore Castle, S, Wales. 

Orston Church, Notts. 

Oxford, St. John’s College. 

Oxford, Kettle Hall. 

Paulers Pury Church, North- 
ants, 

Pawlett Church, Somerset. 

Pencoed Castle, Monmouth. 

Peover Lower Church, 
Cheshire. 

Polesworth Gatehouse, War- 
wick. 

Radcliffe Tower, Lancs. 

Ragdale Old Hall, Leicester* 

Rame Head Chapel, Corn- 
wall. 

Ratcliffe-on-Soar Church, 
Notts, 

Rewley Abbey, Oxon. 

Rhuddlan Castle, Flints. 

Ronton, Vicarage Farm,” 
Staffs. 

Rotliwell Church, Lines. 
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Salisbury, House in Close, 
Wilts. 

Sidmoutb Parish Church, 
Devon. 

Shelsley-Walsh Church, Wore. 

Slapton Church, Northants. 

Somerton, Market Cross, 

Somerset. 

Southwell Minster, Notts. 

Sprotborough Church, Yorks. 

Stansgate Priory, Essex. 

Stanstead Abbots, Clock 

School, Herts. 

Stratford-on-Avon, Holy Trin- 
ity Church, Warwick. 

Sudbury, Ail Saints’ Church, 
Suffolk. 

Sutcombe Church, Devon. 

Symondsbury Church. 

Syston Church, Leic. 

Tarrant Hinton Church, Dorset. 

Tarring West Church, Sussex. 


Tenby, 01d?House, Pembroke. 
Tenby, Town Walls, Pembroke! 
Terrington Church, Yorks. 
Tickhill Church, Yorks. 
Tilford Bridge, Surrey. 

Tipton St. John, Barn, Devon. 
Torquay, “St. Michael’s 
Chapel,” Devon. 

Tregoney Church, Cornwall. 
Twickenham, Marble Hill 
Manor House. 

Tyberton, Churchyard Cross, 
Hereford. 

Urishay Chapel, Hereford. 
Westhainpnett, Brick Sheds, 
Sussex. 

Wiggenhail,St. Mary Magdalen 
Church, Norfolk. 

Yarmouth, Star Hotel, Norfolk. 
Yarnton Church, Oxon. 

York, St. Margaret’s Church. 
York Minster. 
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LIST OF MEMBERS 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, i 
1st January 


Subscriptions to be sent to the Secretary, A. K. Powys, ao, 
Buckingham Street, Adelphi. 

Post Office Orders should be made payable at the General 
Post Office. Cheques should be crossed “ London City and 
Midland Bank.” 

Bankers :~~London City and Midland Bank, Limited, 449, 
Strand, W.C. 

-These form the Committee. 


Alfred D. Acland, Dlgswell House, Wehciyn, Herts, 

Cuthbert Adeney, M.D., 60, Queen's Road, BayswaUv, W, 

AV. C. Alexander, Aubrey House, Kensington, 

Professor Angelo Aiessandri, St. Marco, Venice. 

Lady Allchin, 5, Chandos Street, Cavendish Square, W. 

Sir R, A. Allison, Scaleby Hall, Carlisle* 

Dr. H. K, Anderson, F.R.S., Master of Gonville and Cains 
College, Cambridge* 

Miss Sara Anderson, 46, Warwick Gardens, Kensington. 

Rev. N. Green Armytage, zo, Springfield Rd., St. Leonards-QU' 
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Hugh Arnold, 63, Bedford Gardens, W, 

W. H. Ash, J.P., 51, Hamilton Terrace, AMF. 

C. K. Ashbee, F.R.I.B.A., Magpie and Slump House, 37, Cheyne 
Walk, Chelsea, 

Sir Hickman Bacon, Bart., F.S.A., Queen Anne's Mansions, 
S. I V. 

James Baker, F.R.G.S., Sewelle Villa, Coldney Road, Clifton. 
^I'Oliver Baker, The Dower House, Stratford-on-Avon, 

Miss Balfour, 4, Carlton Gardens, S.IF. 

Geo. P. Bankart, 48, Rathhone Place, Oxford Street, IF. 

Hon. Mrs. Guy Baring, The Mill House, St. Cross, Winchester. 
J. R. Barlow, Greenthorne, near Bolton. 

Sir Thomas Barlow, Bart., M.D., F.R.S., 10, IV impale St., IF. 
A. Ernest Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Sidney H. Barnsley, Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Mrs. S. L. Barrett, Telport, Beccks, Suffolk. 

Walter Barrow, Lawn House, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 

Mrs. Walter Barrow, Laion House, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Charles E. Bateman, F.R.I.B.A., 18, Bennett's Hill, 
Birmingham. 

Arthur Bayley, F.R. Hist. S., St, Margarefs, Imperial Road, 
Great Malvern. 

Somerset Beaumont, Skere, Guildford. 

Miss Beatrice Beddington, The White Cottage, Winchelsea, 
Sussex. 

Miss Maud Beddington, Ballader's Plat, Wbtehekea, Sussex. 
Henry R. Beeton, g, Maresfidd Gardens, N.W. 

Charles F. Bell, F.S.A., Ashmolean Museum, Oxford. 

Edward Bell, F.S.A., The Mount, Hampstead. 

Sir Hugh Bell, Bart., F.S.A., Rounton Grange, Northailerlon. 
-A. C. Benson, C.V.O., Master of Magdalene College, Cambridge. 
W. A. S. Benson, Windleshaw, Withyham, Stissex. 

Ernest Bewlay, 83, Colmore Row, Birmingham. 

W. Hobart Bird, The Gate House, Coventry, 
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Geoffrey Birkbeck, Stoke Holy Cross^ Norwich. 

E. B, Bishop, Chairman of the Archaeological Committee of 
the London Natural History Society, Lindficld, Marshall 
Road y Godaiming* 

Rev. Thomas Bishop, Church HousCy Formhyy Lancs. 

W. H. Bliss, Easton-on 4 he’Hill, Stamford. 

-Detmar J. Blow, F.R.I.B.A., lo, Grosvenor Roady S.W. 

Reginald Blunt, 12, Carlyle MansionSy Cheyne Walky Chelseay 
S.W. 

Wilfred Scawen Blunt, Newbuildings Placcy SoiithwateVy Sussex. 

Commendatore Giacomo Boni, Direzione Generate della 
A 7 itichitd e Belle Arti, Roma. (Hon. Mem.) 

F. K. Borrow, 62, London Waif E.C.y and West Emf 
Chiddingfoldy Surrey. 

'■'Ernest E. Bowden, Church Endy Swaveseyy Cambridge. 

Sir Edward Brabrook, C.B., F.S.A., Langham Honsey Walling- 
tojiy Surrey. 

R. E. Brandt, 15, Lennox Gardens, 6*. IF. 

Ralph Brocklebank, Haughton Half Tarporley. 

James Bromley, The Homesteady function Lane, Lathonty near 
Ormskirk. 

The Right Rev. Bishop G. F. Browne, 2, Campden House Road, 
Kensingtofty London, W. 

Edwin Brough, Keene, Abbotsham, S.O., North Devon. 

Wm. Anthony Brown, ii, Sydney Place, Onslow Square, S.W. 

Miss F. M. Bruce, SL Hilda's East, 3, Old Nichol Streef 
Bethnal Green, E, 

'-The Rt. Hon. Viscount Bryce, O.M., 3, Buckingham Gate, 
S.IF. and Hindleap, Forest Row, Sussex. 

Miss E. Burden, 6, Tavistock Place, Tavistock Square, IF.C. 

Lady Burne-Jones, Rottingdean, Sussex. 

Sir Philip Burne-Jones, Bart., 41, Egerton Terrace, S.IF. 

Arthur P. Busch- Michell, Huish House, Langport, Somerset. 

Sir Edward Henry Busk, ii, Sussex Place, Regent's Park, N. W. 
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t George Cadbury, Boitrnville^ Birmingham. 

William A. Cadbury, King's -Norton, Birmingham. 

Hall Caine, Grcba Castle, Isle of Man. 

Onorato Carlandi, Rome. (Hon. Mem.) 

W. Carpenter, HeathfuUi, 143, Palmerston Rd., Bowes Pk., N. 
*J. Comyns Carr, 12, NortJiwick Terrace, N.W. 

^ Rosalind, Countess of Carlisle, Boothby, Brampton, Cumberland. 
Sir Charles D. Cave, Bart., Sidhury Manor, SidmontJi. 

Walter Cave, F.R.I.B.A., 21, Sackville Street, W. 

G. P. Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Surrey. 

Miss Cawthorn, Hatchers, Pirbright, Surrey. 

Major T. ff. Chamberlain, Oldmead, Freshwater, Isle of Wight. 
Sir William Chance, Bart., J.P., Orchards, near Godaiming. 
Benjamin Chandler, Hathaway House, South Littleton, Evesham. 
Miss Mary Chetwynd, South Leverton Priory, Notts. 

Hugh C. Fairfax Cholraeley, Mill Hill, Brandsby, Easingwold. 
John Bright Clark, Street, Somerset. 

^ Roger Clark, Street, Somerset. 

I Somers Clarke, F.S.A., 35, St. fames' Place, S.IF. 

I A. Clutton- Brock, Farncombe Lodge, Godalming. 

I Robert Cochrane, I.S.O., LL.D., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 17, 
;; Highfield Road, Rathgar, Dublin. 

I '‘'Sydney C. Cockerell, Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge. 

Miss Cohen, 18, Tregunter Road, The Boltons, S.PF. 

; H, Ker Colville, North Cerney House, Cirencester. 

\ *Sir Sidney Colvin, D.Litt, 35, Palace Gardens Terrace, W» 
j Miss Violet Cooper, 39, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 
i Stanley V. Coote, 109, Sloane Street, S.IF. 

^ J. A. Cossins, Kingsdon, Forest Road, Moseley. 

'•'Rt. Hon. Lord Courtney of Penwith, 15, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea. 
W. H. Cowlishaw, 6 , Great James Street, Bedford Road, W.C. 
; G. Percy Cox, Stone House, Markway, Godaiming. 

Rev. J. Charles Cox, LL.D. F.S A St. Alban's, Longton 
Avemie, Sydenham, S.E. 
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Lionel F. Crane, 13, Holland Sinct, Kensington^ IV, 

'^'The Right Hon. the Earl of Crawford and Balcarres, 7, 
Audley Square^ IF. 

Mrs. Wilfred Cripps, Cripps Mead, Cirencester. 

Fred. A. Crisp, F.S.A., The Manor House, Godaiming. 

Mrs. Crossley, Burton Pynsent House, Currey Rivel, Taunton. 
Fred H. Crossley, 19, Shavington Avenue, Hoole, Chester. 

Miss Edith Crum, Longworth Manor, Faringdon, Berks. 

Victor M. Cubitt, Normandale, Castle Douglas. 

G. Milner-Gibson-Culluin, F.S.A., Hardwick House, Bury St. 
Edmunds. 

Ven. William Cunningham, D.D., Archdeacon of Ely, Trinity 
College, Cambridge, 

John Currie, W unlock Bank, Giffnock, N.B, 

The Rt. Hon. The Earl Curzon of Kedleston, G.C.S.L, 
G.C.I.E., M.A., P.C., F.R.S., D.C.L., J.P., D.L., i, Carlton 
House Terrace, S.W , 

Mrs. Cuthbert, Hillside, Groomhridge, Kent, 

H. Czarnikow, Barnwell Castle, Oundle, Northamptonshire. 
Lady D’Abernon, Esher Place, Esher, Surrey. 

W. Sydie Dakers, Licentiate R.I.B.A., 14, Strafford Place, W. 
The Rt. Hon. the Earl of Darnley, Cobham Hall, C&bham, 
Kent, ■ . ■ ■■ . ■ ■ 

Sir Francis Darwin, Sc.D., F.R.S., Brookthorpe, Gloucester. 
Mrs. Leonard Darwin, 12, Eger ton Place, S. W, 

Miss Darwin, Traverston, West Road, Cambridge. 

Rev, Gerald S. Davies, Master of Charterhouse. The Charter- 
. house, E.C, . ' 

W. R. Davies, Kingselear, Camberley, Surrey. 

Louis Davis, Ewelme Cottage, Pinner, Middlesex, 

Lord de Mauley, Brooks's Club, St. James's Street, IF. 
nVilliam De Morgan, 127, Church Street, Chelsea. 

Alfred Dewick, 9, Eliot Vale, Blackheath, S.E. 

Joseph Dewick, 59, Clarendon Road, Lewisham, S.E. 



A. S. Dixon, F.R.I.B.A., 297, Broad Street, Birmiv^ham, 
Campbell Dodgson, 22, Montagu Square, W. 

A. B. Donaldson, Woodhay, Lyndhurst, New Forest. 

Miss M. E. M. Donaldson, 5, Chepstoio Rise, Croydon. 

A. E. P. Raymond Dowling, Oxford and Cambridge Club, 
Pall Mall, VV. 

Mrs. Charles H. C. Dn Cane, 8, Beaufort Gardens, S.lf. 

Miss Duckworth, 9, Hyde Park Gate, S.W. 

H. H. Prince Frederick Dnleep Singh, M.V.O., F.S.A., Dio' 
Norton Hall, Thefford, Norfolk. 

Mrs. Eckersley, 106, Drayton Gardens, S. Kensington. 

H. H. Edmondson, 64., Fishergate, Preston, Lancs. 

Ralph Edwards, Tredington Rectory, Shipston on-Stour. 
Herbert M. Ellis, Meadholme, Rciynes Park, Surrey. 

Prof. W. Esson, 13, Brad more Rond, Oxford. 

Rev, George Eyre Evans, Ty Tringad, Aberyshiyth, 
d^ichardson Evans, The Keir, Wimbledon Common. 

Arnold Fairbairns, Saxonhiirst, Norihwood, Middlesex, 

Miss Helen Farqiihar, Park Place, Wickham, Hants, and 6, 
Downshire Hill, Hampstead, iV. IF. 

Henri Favarger, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., 2, Balfour Place, W. 
Mrs. Fawcett, 2, Gower Street, Bedford Square, W.C. 

'The Right Hon. the Earl Ferrers, iz, Buckingham Street, Adelphi, 
W.C. (Hon. Sec.) 

Miss Emily Field, Squires Mount, Hampstead, N.W. 

Miss A, M. ffytche, The Old House, Clavering, Newport, Essex. 
John Finn. 

^'Cecil M. Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon, 

H. M. Firth, Knowle, Ashburton, Devon. 

Mrs. F. W. Fletcher, Windsmill, Enfield. 

Hanslip Fletcher, 22, Caiiston Road, Highgate, N,- 
H. M. Fletcher, 52, Campdeii Hill Square, W. 

Henry L. Florence, 9, Princess Gate, Hyde Park, W* 

Mrs. Wickham Flower, 50, Egerton Cre$mit, S.W. 
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S. Russell Forbes, Ph.D., 74A, Via Della Croce, Rome, 

H. Buxton Forman, C.B,, ^ 6 , Marlborough Hill, Sf,John\s Wood, 
E. M. Forster, College, Cambridge, 

Miss Forster, West Hackhurst, Abingcr, Dorking. 

-W. A. Forsyth, F.R.I.B.A., 309, Oxford Street, W. 

H. Hubert VesLser, 26, Bedford Row, W.C. 

Miss F. Frith, 10, Pelham Crescent, SJF. 

Waiter Frith, 106, Drayton Gardens, S. Kensington. 

Lewis G. Vxy, Stony croft, Limpsfield, Surrey. 

Rev. C. L. Garde, Skenfrith Vicarage, Monmouth. 

Miss Garrett, 2, Gower Street, W.C, 

Arthur J, Gaskin, O/Za/z, Warwickshire. 

0 . M. Gere, Pairmmek, Gloucestershire. 

L, MacDonald Gill, r, Hare Court, Temple, E.C. 

' El nest Gimsoii, Daneway House, Sapperton, near Cirencester, 

Miss M^rg 3 ,Tet Girnson, 4, Belmont Villas, Leicester. 

Sydney A. Gimson, 20, 

'Walter L. Gissing, St. MarIVs Avenue, Leeds. 

H. Glasspool, J.P., Grantham, Westwood Road, Southampton, 

S. E. Glendenning, Thorpe Hamlet Cottage, Norwich. 

Colonel R. Goff, Wick Studio, Holland Road, Hove, Sussex, 

A. M. Goodhart, Eton College, Windsor. 

G. Bruce Gosling, Kiln Field, Puttenham, Guildford, and 
Oxford & Cambridge Club, Pall Mall, S. W. 

Louis GonsQ, Directeur de la Gazette des Beaux Arts. (Hon. 
Mem.) 

Norman C. Graham, J.P., Rockwoods, Brook, near Godaiming. 
■‘■ 1 . h.W. Grant, Buckingham St.,Addpht, W.C. 

Mrs. Gray, Stiffkey Old Hall, Wells, Norfolk. 

J. Frederick Green, 32, Upper Mall, Hammersmith , W» 

J. H. Greenhalgh, 7, Turner's Wood, Hampstead Garden 
Suburb, N. W. 

Edward Greenly, Brynawel, Holyhead. 

*Rev. Canon Greenwell, F.R.S., 27, JV. Bailey, Durham, 


58 


Sir Robert Gresley, Bart., Drakelowe, Burton-npon-Tmit. 

G. R. Griffith, Licentiate R.LB.A,, 2, Post Office Lane, Denbigh, 
F. Ll. Griffith, ii, Norhani Gardens, Oxford. 

F. L. Griggs, Dover's House, Chipping Campden, Glos. 

Richard C. Grosvenor, 2, Harcourt Buildings, Temple, 
E,C. (Hon. Sec.) 

n Chas. K. T. Hale, “ Ingleside," Wesley Road, Cinderford, Glos. 
W. Matthew Hale, Claverton, Stoke Bishop, near Bristol. 
Charles E. Halle, 27, Oakley Street, S.W. 

Thomas Hardy, O.M., Litt.D., J.P., Max Gate, Dorchester. 
Fred. Harrild, M.A., 31, Old Queen Street, S.IF. 

E. S. P. Haynes, 38, St. John's Wood Park, N.W. 

Ambrose Heal, Junr., The Fives Court, Pinner. 

Samuel Holland Healing, Lloyds Bank Chambers, Cheltenham. 
W. H. Heath, Fetnbank, Turves Green, Northfield, near 
Birmingham. 

Noel Heaton, 72, Abbey Road, St. John's Wood. 

^ ^‘^John Hebb, F.R.I.B.A., 266, Eastern Road, Brighton. 

5 George M. Henton, Charnwood House, Victoria Rd., Leicester. 

\ Lady Victoria Herbert, 5, Stratford Place, W. 

\ 'I'Lady Herringham, 40, Wimpole Street, W. 

'*'J. P. Heseltine, 196, Qtteen's Gate, SJF. 

Arthur G, Hill, F.S.A., 84, Adelaide Road, 

R. Allsebrooke Hinds, F.R.I.B.A., Wood Nook, Wimbledon 
I Hill, S.W. 

: Laurence W, Hodson, Bradbourne Hall, Ashbourne, Derbyshire. 

Miss Constance Hole, Hole Cottage, Exbourne R.S.O., A . Devon. 
\ Henry Ploliday, Oak Tree Hse., Branch Hill, Hampstead, N.W. 
* ‘I'James R. Holliday, 101 , Harborne Rd., Edgbasion, Birmingham . 
H. Wilson Holman, F.S.A., 4, Lloyd's Avenue, E.C. 

P. H. Hood, 53, Twyford Avenue, Acton, W. 

P. Morley Horder, F.R.I.B.A., 148, New Bond Street, W. 

C. H. St. John Hornby, Shelley House, Chelsea Embankment, 
S.W. 
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Leonard Horner, Wayside, Warltngham, Surrey, 

Monsieur Victor Horta, Direcienr de VAcademie Royah des 
Beaux Avis, Bruxelles. 

Edward Hudson, F.S.A., “ Country Life" Offices, so, Tavistock 
Street, Covent Garden, W.C. 

Rev. J. Clare Hudson, Thornton Vicarage, Horncasth, 

Harold Hughes, A.R.I.B.A., Yr Aelwyd, Bangor, N. Wales. 
Lad}^ Hughes, Shelsley Grange, Worcester. 

Ven. W. H. Hutton, Archdeacon o£ Northampton, The Vine- 
yard, Peterborough. 

Herbert G. Ibberson, F.R.I.B.A., 9, Old Square, Lincohds Inn 
W.C. 

-George Jack, 24, Station Road, Church End, Finchley. 

-George Jeffery, F.S.A., Curator of Ancient Monuments, Cyprus. 
Mrs. Jenkins, 3, Cornwall Gardens, S. T7. 

Norman Jewson, B.A., Sapperton, near Cirencester. 

Lawrence Johnston, Hidcofe Manor, Chipping Campden, 
Gloucestershire. 

Philip M. Johnston, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., Sussex Lodge, Champion 
Hill, S.E. 

Mrs. C. L. Wynne Jones, Penmaenticha, Dolgelley, Merioneth. 
Miss E. E. Constance Jones, Girton College, Cambridge. 

E. Peter Jones, Greenbank, Chester. 

Henry Arthur Jones, 6, Arkwright Road, Hampstead, N.W. 

S. H. Keeling, Parkfield, Kenilworth. 

'Hit. Hon. William Kenrick, The Grove, Harhorne, Birmingham. 
J. H. Kerner-Greenwood, St. AnnPs House, King's Lynn. 

C. H. Kindermann, 26, Golden Square, W. 

Mrs. Wilson King, 19, Highfield Road, Edghaston. 

J. M. Lain6, 3, Stone Buildings, Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 

H. G. Malcolm Laing, Licentiate R.I.B.A., 9, Old Square, 
Lincoln's Inn, W.C. 

Mrs. Lamb, Borden Wood, Liphook. 

N. E. Lamplugh, The Old Court House, Hampton Court. 


sir E. Ray Laiikester, K.C,K, Savik Club, loy, Piccadilly, IF. 
Miss Nina Lankester, 5, Upper Wimpole Street, W. 

Morton Latham, Holloiv Dene, Frensham, Farnhavt. 

Ernest Law, F.S.A., The Pavilion, Hampton Court Palace, 
Thomas M. Legge, M.D., Plome Office, Whitehall, S.IF. 

Mrs. Leggett, Hall's Croft, Stratford-on-Avon, 

'iTrofessor W. R. Lethaby, F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A,, iii, Inverness 
Terrace, W, 

Rafe O. Leycester, Toft Hall, Knntsford, Cheshire. 

Sir A. L. Liberty, The Manor House, Lee, nr. Great Missenden, 
Bucks. 

Rev. and Hon. E, R. Lindsay, The Parsonage, Ncwtoion, Didcot. 
Owen C. Little, F.R.I.B.A., 5, Bedford Rovv, W.C. 

Sir C. S. Loch, LL.D., Dry law Cottage, Little Bookham, 

. '■■■ Surrey. ■■ ■ ■ 

Oliver Lodge, Junr., Nurton Farm, Tintern. 

H. Longden, 50, Berners Street, W. 

G. B. Longstaff, M.D., F.S.A., Highlands, Putnty Heath, S. IV. ; 
and Morthoe, Ilfracombe, N. Devon. 

L. W. Longstaff, Ridglands, Wimbledon, 

H. R.H. Princess Louise, Duchess of Argyll, Kensington 
Palace, W. 

Mary, Countess of Lovelace, Ockham Park, Ripley, Surrey. 
Miss E. W. Luling, 155, Sloane Street, S.I'F. 

Miss M. Lumsden, Warren Cottage, Cranleigh, Surrey, 

Lady Lushington, 34, Old Queen Street, Westminster, S.IF. 
Miss Lushington, Kingsley, Bordon, Hants. 

H. E. Luxniore, Baldzvins End, Eton College, Windsor. 
Lt.-Colonel George B. Croft Lyons, 3, Hertford Street, 
Mayfair, W. 

W. R. Lysaght, Castleford, Chepstow. 

Hon. Neville S. Lytton, Crabhet Park, Pound Hill, Crawley, 
Sussex. 

Justin Huntley McCarthy, iS, Pembroke Sq., Kensington, W. 
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E. S. McEuen, Eaglehurst, Sidmouth, S. Devon. 

Miss McGhee, 70, PorcJuster Terrace, W. 

John E. M. Macgregor, Stamford Brook Use., Hammersmith, JV. 
J. W. Mackail, 6, Pembroke Gardens, Kensington, [F. 

Kenneth B. Mackenzie, North House, Lockwood, Huddersfield. 
Albert Mahler, Newlands, Alvechurch, Birmingham. 

Miss Makant, Westgate, Bolton, and Old Fallharrow, Bowncss- 
on -Windermere. 

Mrs, Henry Makins, 180, Queen's Gate, 5 . IF. 

George Leigh Mallory, The Holt, Frith Hill, Godaiming. 

Mrs. Leigh Mallory, The Holt, Frith Hill, Godaiming. 

James H. Mangao, 3, Guildhall Street, Preston. 

Rev. W. Marshall, M.A., F.S.A., St. Patrick's Vicarage, 
Cambridge Road, Hove. 

Miss Marten, 78, Vanbrugh Park, Blackheath, S.E. 

Stephen Massingberd, Gunhy Hall, Burgh-le-Marsh, Lines. 

Sir John Stirling Maxwell, Bart., F.S.A., zr, Portland Place, 
VV . and Pollock House, Pollockshaws, N.B. 

Rev. F. Meyrick-Jones, Home Place, Holt, Norfolk. 

Thomas Middlemore, Melsetter, Orkney Isles. 

H. S. Milford, The Red House, Ashstead. 

Miss Henrietta A. Milne, The Trees, Church Road, Upper 
Norwood. 

E. E. Minton, Spring Mount, Bury, Lancashire. 

H, Charles Mitchell, 31, Aldergate, Tamworth, Staffs. 

Lt.-Col. H. M. de F. Montgomery, Wargrave, Crawley Ridge, 
Camberley, Surrey. 

Miss F. F. Montresor, i8, Cheyne Walk, Chelsea, S.IF. 
Edward R. P. Moon, 6, Onslow Gardens, S.W. 

R. O. Moon, M.D., 62, Montagu Square, W. 

Mrs. Morgan, Westbrook, Godaiming. 

F. W. Morgan, 29, Chandos Road, Cricklewood, N.W. 

Mrs, Eliza Morley, Norman Cross, Hills Road, Cambridge. 
Miss Morris, Kelmscott Manor, Lechlade. 
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May Morris, 8, Hammersmith Terrace^ W. 

Walter Morrison, 77, Cromwell Road^ S.PK. 

Mrs, Sydney Morse, 14, Airlie Gardens, Kensington, W. 
William E. Muir, Rowallan,'' Hashmere, Surrey. 

Fredk. Muntzer, 2^, Dover Street, Piccadilly, W, 

-A, H* Hallam Murray, F.S.A*, Sandling, Hyihe, Kent. 
Edmund K. Muspratt, 5, Windsor Buildings, George Street, 
Liverpool* 

Professor John L. Myres, M.A., F.S.A., loi, Banbury Road, 
Oxford. 

A. F. de Navarro, The Court Farm, Broadway, Worcestershire. 
Ralph Nevill, 29, Sloane Gardens, S. IF. 

Edmund Hort New, 17, Worcester Place, Oxford, 

Herbert New, 4, Arthur Road, Edgbast on, Birmingham. 

W. Niven, F.vS.A., Marlow Place, Great Marlow. 

John H, B. '^^ohlQ, The Manor House, Jesmond, Ncwcasile-oU’ 
Tyne, ■ 

'‘'Philip Norman, LL.D., F.S.A., 45, Evelyn Gardens, South 
Kensington. 

Charles Normand, 98, Rue de Miromenil, Paris. (Hon. Mem.) 
Prince Odescalchi, Rome. (Hon. Mem.) 

Mrs. O’Leary, West End, Chiddingford, Surrey. 

'’'Basil Oliver, A.R.LB.A,, 7, Southampton Street, Bloomsbury 
Square, W.C. 

Professor D. Oliver, 10, Kew Gardens Road, Kezo, 

R, R. B. Orlebar, Hinwick, Wellingborough. 

Miss Catherine Ouless, 12, Bryanston Square, IF, 

T. Overbury, Lloyds' Bank Chambers, Cheltenham. 

Rev, Canon Parry, D.D., Trinity College, Cambridge, 

C. H. Parr)?, Newstead, Godaiming, 

Miss Mary Payne-Smith, Rogate, Shotover Road, Oxford, 
Harry H. Peach, Dryad Works, St. Nicholas Street, Leicester. 
C. Maresco Pearce, Arts Club, 40, Dover Street, Piccadilly, W, 
Howard S. Pearson, 235, Bristol Road, Birmingham, 
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Harold Peirce, ^22, Drexd Building, PhUad 
Evacustes A. Phipson, Windmill Cottage, H 
S. Perkins Pick, F.R.LB.A., 2, Salisbury Rt 
-G. T. Pilcher, Treen, Frith Hill, Godaiming. 
H. G. Plimmer, M.R.C.S., F.R.S. 

Mrs. G. A. Pliinptoi 


Hall Road, 

80, Oakland Place, Buffalo, N.Y., U.S.A 
Leonard Pomeroy, 5, Vcrulam Buildings, Gray's Inn, W.C. 
A. H. Powell, Volta House, Windmill Hill, Plampstead, AMp 
Arthur Marriott Powell, The Grange, Chelsworth, Suffolk. 
Charles M. Powell, Eastfidd, Caversham, Reading, 

Herbert A. Powell, J.P., C.C., PiccarTs Rough, St. Catherine's 
Guildford, 

Lawrence Powell, PiccanVs Rough, St. Catherine's, Guildford 
Miss Powell, 10, Stanhope Place, Connaught Square, W, 

Miss Theodora Powell, Munstcad Rough, Godaiming, 
Littleton C. Powys, Aeremon House, Sherborne, Dorset. 
Ambrose M. Poynter, F.R.LB.A., g. South MoUon Street, W, 
Arthur E. Preston, Whitefield, Abingdon. 

David Pye, Winchester College, 

A. J. V. Radford, 

A. L. Radford, Bovey House, Beer, Devonshire, 

W. Randolph. 

E. J. Ratcliffe, Bawdsey Estate Office, Woodbridge, Suffolk, 

S. H. Rathbun, 1622, Massachusetts Avenue, Washington, B C 
U,S.A. ^ = 

W. G. Rawlinson,Hi 7 / Lodge, Hillsldgh Rd., Campden Hill, W. 
Rev. Canon H. D. Rawnsley, Crosthwaite Vicarage, Kesivick. 
W. F. Rawnsley, Shamley Green, Guildford, 

Mrs, Essex Reade, 27, Eaton Place, S.kF. 

'Harry Redfern, F.R.LB.A. 

Arthur Reynolds, 2, The Charterhouse, E.C, 

A, E. Richardson, F.R.LB.A., 41, Russell Square, W.C. 

'John Richmond, 7, Campden Hill Square, W, 

Mrs. John Richmond, 7, Campden Hill Square, W. 


=^Sir W. B. Richmond, K.C.B., R.A,, Beavor Lodgf, 
Hammer smitlu 

Dr. Lloyd Roberts, 33, St John's Street, Manchester. 

W. Graham Robertson, Witley, Surrey, 

Miss Amy G. Robinson, Lyndon Lodge, Louth, Lines, 
Monsieur Auguste Rodin, 77, nte de Varenne, Paris. 

'■'T. M. Rooke, R.W.S., 7, Queen Anne's Gardens, Bedford Park, 
Chiswick, 

'•'^Lionel C. T. Room, 7, Cromwell Place, Highgafe, 

'^W, Rothenstein, lies Farm, Far Oakridge, Stroud, Glos, 
Charles Rowley, J.P., Handforth, Cheshire, 

Walter Rowley, M. Inst., C.E., F.S.A., Alder Hill, Meanwood, 
Leeds, 

F. G. 'Ruck^t,z, Dr, Johnson's Buildings, Inner Temple Lane, 
E,C, 

C. G. Russell, The Lygon Arms, Broadway, Worcestershire, 

S. B. Russell, The Lygon Arms, Broadway, Worcestershire, 
John Russell, 43, Holland Street, Kensington, W, 

The Lady Margaret Sackville, Exbury, Southampton. 
Edmund Sandars, 33, Grey Coat Gardensi WestminsUr, S, W , 
Harold Sands, S.F.A., Bernersmede, Carlisle Road] Eastbourne 
Sussex, 

M. A. Sands, Ebrington Hall, Campden, Glos, 

Mrs. M. A. Sands, Ebrington Hall, Campden, Glos, 

Sir J. E. Sandys, Litt. D., St. John's House, Grange Road, 
Cambridge, 

Frank Sanguinetti, Ealing Dean, W, 

Sir S. H. Scott, Bart., Yews, Windermere, 

Miss Scull, St. Edmunds, Worsley Road, Hampstead, N.W, 
Miss Francis Seeley, St, John's Croft, Cambridge, 

Mrs. G. Bernard Shaw, to, Adelphi Terrace, W^C, 

Arthur W. Sheard, 59? Auckland Road, Doncaster, 

Gilbert Sheldon, 70, Longten Grove, Sydenham, S.E, 

Miss L. Sheldon, 70, Longten Grove, Sydenham, S.E, 
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The Rt. Rev. the Lord Bishop of Sheffield, Bislwpsholme 

Sheffiild, ’ 

William Simmons, lo, John Street, Adelphi, W.C. 

Mrs. Anna Simons, New Empress Club, 33, Dover Street, W 
Harry Sirr, 10, John Street, Adelphi, W.C. 

John H. Skilbeck, 6, Carlton Hill, S. John’s Wood, AT. IF. 
William Skillington, Kilmorie, Victoria Park Road, Leicester. 
Miss Slade, ^‘Arundel," 11, The Park, Hampstead, N.W. 

Mrs. Sloane, 13, Wel/ord Road, Leicester. 

J. B. Marsden Smedley, Lea Green, near Matlock. 

A. Dunbar Smith, 6, Queen Square, Bloomsbury. W.C. 

D. R. Crawfurth Smith, i, Whitehall, 5. IF. 

Horace Smith, Ivy Bank, Beckenham, Kent. 

Sir H. Llewellyn Smith, K.C.B., Oakjield Lodge, Ashstead. 

. Miss Leigh Smith, Campagne, Monfjield, Mustapha Supirieur 

Algmae ’ 

Owen Hugh Smith, Langham House, Oakham. 

R.Catterson Smith, 16, Frederick Road, Edgbaslon, Birmingham. 
Joseph E. Southall, 13, Charlotte Road, Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Robert Spence, 29, Grevilk Road, N. IV , 

^^Charles Spooner, F.R.I.B.A., Eyot Cottage, Chiswick Malt, IF. 
*Basil Stallybrass, ii. Queen Anne Terrace, Plymouth. 

Mrs. Starkie, Huntroyde, Padiham, Lancs. 

Miss Sterling, i8, Sheffield Terrace, Kensington. 

J. Ashby Sterry, 8, St. Martin's Place, Trafalgar Square, IF.C. 
Mrs. J. J. Stevenson, 4, Porchester Gardens, W. 

Philip Sidney Stott, Stanton Court, Broadway, Wares. 

Mrs. R. Stanley Strouts, Singleton Manor, Great Chart' Ashford 
Kent, ^ ' 

West Surrey Society (Hon. Secretary, W. F. Rawnsley 

Shamley Green, Guildford). 

Mrs. James Stuaxt,T^,.Grosvenor Road, S.IF.; and Carrow 

Abbey, Normich, 

B. B. Tarring, Church Street, Weybridge. 


George \V. Taylor, J. P., Pickenhmu Hall, Stoaffham, Hai'folk. 
Mrs. Henry Taylor, Rccloiy House, Bradfield-Combusi, Bury 
St, Edmunds, 

m. Minton Taylor, " Mansfield, " Whitehall Rd., Harrow-on- 

ihi‘Eill, 

-Mrs. Thicknesse, 4, Cambridge Place, Kensington, W. 

Rev. T. F. Thistleton-Dyer, Bayfield, Holt, Norfolk. 

Mrs. Gilchrist Thompson, Kifpington Vicarage, Sevenoaks. 
Rupert S. Thompson, Garthlands, Reigate Heath. 

Mrs. Roby Thorpe, Stowe House, Lichfield. 

Mrs. H. Tliornhill Timmins, Thoyiihill, Westfield Road, 
Edghaston. 

E, D. Till, The Priory, Eynsford, Kent. 

H. Avray Tipping, F.S.A., 11, Dorset Square, N.W.; and 
Mounton House, Chcpstoiv. 

Hon, Dennis P. Tolleinache, Capt,, ^th Hussars, Bachelors' 
Club. 

Hon. Grace Tollemache, Skiddaw Bank, Keswkk. 

Professor Tout, The University, Manchester; and t, (hik 
Drive, Fallowfield, Manchester. 

Miss Townsend, The Close, Salisbury. 

Miss Townshend, 39, Kensington Square, IF. 

H. J. To2:er, 1%, Chepstow Villas, W. 

Mrs. H. J. Tozer, 12, Chepstoxs) Villas, W. 

H. M. O. Travers, i. Bath Road, Bedford Park, IF. 

G. G. T. Treherne, 26, Brunswick Gardens, Campdm Hill, IF. 
Sir Frederick Treves, Bart., G.C.V.O., C.B„ LL.D., Thatched 
House Lodge, Richmond Park, Kingsion-on-Thames, 

Sir Edward Troup, K.C.B., 44, Grosvenor Road, Westminster , 
S.W. 

>::F. w. Troup, F.R.I.B.A., 14, Gray's Inn Square, W.C. 

Owen S. Tudor, Friday's Hill, Haslemere, Surrey. 

Peveril Turnbull, Sandyhrook Hall, Ashbourne. 

Rev. G. F. T. Turner, Hoveringliam, Notts. 



Aaeipkiy W.C. (Chairman of Committee ) 

Miss Marjorie Turner, Westbrook, Godalming. 
Christopher H. Tumor, Stoke Roclifonf, Graltham 
Sir John R Twisden, Bart., 14, Inn Square, WC 

1 . hisher Unwin, Oatscroft, Heyshott, Midhu 
Mrs. Fisher Unwin, Oatscroft, Heyshott, Mid. 

W. H. Urwick, 34, Great Toioer Street, E.C. 

Rev. James Vatcher, The Vicarage, Clare 
Mem.) 

Rev. Sydney Vatcher, St, Philipps Vicarage 
Stepney, E, 

12. L. Vaughan, Eton College, Windsov, 

H, J. Venning, F.S.I., 5, Bedford Row^ IV,C. 

Allen 1 \ Vigei'rf, 4, Fredericks Place, Old Jeia, 

Alfred O. Walker, Ulcombc Place, near Maidsi 
Rev. C. Walker, The Vic arnp-A C/ 


Suffolk, (Hon, 


Country Life 




Lord Gerald Wellesley, Apsley House, Piccadilly, 

=''A, Randall Wells, 88, Hovsefervy Road, Westminster, 5 . IF. 
Douglas Wells, F.R.LB.A., 5, Bedford Rozo, IF.C. 

Miss Westgarth, z, Stafford Terrace, Kensington, IF. 

Denham Westmacott, i, Whitehall, S.TF. 

-F. A, White, 170, Queen's Gate, S.IF. 

Woolmer White, Salle Park, Norfolk, and Sauthlcigh Park, 
near Havant, Hants. 

Mrs. White, Ivy Bank Beckenham. 

Richard H. Whileing, Lady gate, Beverley. 

James Whitfield, Forest Road, Moseley, Birmingham. 

Arthur Wightman, 14, George Street, Sheffield. 

Henry Whitworth, Villa Belza, Warren Hill, Torquay. 

Chas. F. Wike, Town Hall, Sheffield. 

'^oxmsin Wilkinson, i, Riverside, Chiswick Mall, W. 

Mrs. de Lancey Williams, Wainsford, Lymington, Hants. 
James Williams, Combe Cottage, Parley Downs, Purlcy. 

P. Williams, TF^6’MFooi///^j/, 

Clough Williams-ElUs, /I rundel Hse.,Victoria Embankment, IF.C, 
G.C. Williamson, Litt.D,, Burgh Hse., Well Walk, Hampstead. 
Mrs. Wills, Rotherhill, Skdham, Midhurst. 

Denis M. Wilson, Rivers Lodge, Harpendm, Herts. 

'‘''Charles C. Winmill. 

Mrs. Charles C. Winmill. 

Robert C, Witt, F.S.A., 27, Connaught Square, Hyde Park, IF. 
Mrs. Worthington, 86, Sloanc Street, S.IF. 

Wm. Wright, One Ash, near Loughborough. 

Miss Harriot Yorke, 190, MaryUhone Road, iV.lF. 

Lady Younghusband, % Buckingham Gate, 5 . IF., 

Count Zorzi, Venice. (Hon. Mem.) 

If any member finds names or addresses incorrectly 
given the Secretary will be obliged by the error being pointed 
out to him. 


Obituary, 


The Society regrets the loss by death 
following members : — 

Archibald Anderson. 

Newton Benett. 

Rev. Stopford A. Brooke. 

Rev. Edward Canney. 

Alex. Christie. 

Mrs. Crum. 

G. Rutter Fletcher, F.S.A. 

Miss Gimson. 

Arthur Hughes. 

C. E. Mallows, F.R.I.B.A. 

Arthur M. Philips. 

F. Scarlett Potter, 

Walter Tomlinson. 
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